court of common law-Supreme Court 


United States of America ) 

Montana state {organic } ) ss. before the Justices' 

Garfield county ) 

Justus Township ) Writ of Mandamus 

To: office of Supreme Court Justice, John J. Pluhar 
State vs. Jo Ann Stanton 

Greetings: 

We hereby command you, John J. Pluhar, as public officer in our county-court, to immediately record for 
public record the enclosed instruments, and seal in our Supreme Court the enclosed money order pending 
final adjudication of our grand jury now sitting in term time. 

Jo Ann Stanton, the purported clerk sitting at the pleasure of the Court has repeatedly refused to record 
for public record in Garfield county our instruments, and other lawful papers. This mandamus 
commands you, John J. Pluhar, presiding Justice, to compel Jo Ann Stanton to obey her lawful mandates 
of public office, and if you fail, treble damages of our suit will be placed upon you in the capacity of 
presiding Justice in our court of common law, in Garfield county organized for judicial purposes 
pursuant to our Constitution of Montana. 

You are further commanded to suspend all pay to Jo Ann Stanton, public officer as clerk of county-court, 
and as ex officio recorder in Garfield county. Writs of attachment will be placed upon Jo Ann Stanton, 
and for your failure to obey the command of this writ, writs of attachment will be placed upon you, John 
J. Pluhar, with removal from public office in Garfield county through lawful provisions of quo warranto 
as our remedy in Law. No further caveat should be needed for your compliance with this writ. 

This writ of mandamus is true, correct and certain, in purview of the facts which the People have 
obtained concerning the perjury of public oath of office and breach of covenant committed by Jo Ann 
Stanton, purported clerk of the county-court in Garfield county; and, “Again, you have heard it was 
decreed to the ancients, that you shall not perjure yourselves, but give up your vow to 
the Lord. But I tell you in short, Do not vow at all: not by heaven, for that is the throne of 
God; nor by the earth, because that is His footstool; nor by Jerusalem, for that is the city 
of the great King. Neither vow by your head, because you are not able to make a single 
hair white or black, But let your language be ‘Yes, yes’; ‘No, no; for whatever exceeds 
these proceeds from evil.” 

“Holy Scriptures” Matthew 5:33-37 Ferrar Fenton 

teste this_day of August, in the year of our Almighty God, Nineteen Hundred Ninety 

Four, A.D.. 

Further this Justice sayeth naught: 


William L. Stanton, sui generis, in personam, in Justus Township 
c/o HC 60 Box 16, Brusett, Montana state, U.S. of A. 




court of competent jurisdiction: 


Daniel E. Petersen, in personam, in Justus Township 

prothonotary:_ 

Rodney O. Skurdal, in personam, in Justus Township 



Musselshell county court 

sitting with the Powers of a district and circuit court 
in and for Musselshell county, country of Montana 
both civil and criminal jurisdiction, Common Law venue 

Affidavit of mailing service 


united States of America ) 

Montana state { organic} ) ss. before our Justices'pro tempore 

Musselshell county ) Petersen, Jacobi, Schweitzer, Skurdal 

Redemption Township ) 

To: office of supreme Court Clerk; office of supreme Court Justices'; and, 
other named defendants herein: 

I, Richard E. Clark, Justice pro tempore in and for Fergus county court, having just cause to make this lawful 
affidavit of mailing service upon the named defendants listed below hereby attest and acknowledge the fact I 
did place in the united States of America mail, first-class postage prepaid this affidavit of mailing service with 
attachment affidavit concerning non-waiver of Common Law venue nor non waiver of extradition hearing in 
our country of Montana “other jurisdiction” from United States citizens and their corporation courts created 
by acts of congress. 

Ronald Rowton, c/o office of sheriff, Fergus county, Lewistown, Montana state; 

Eugene Couch, c/o office of sheriff, Fergus county, Lewistown, Montana state; 

Fergus county commissioners, Lewistown, Montana state; 

John Christenson, c/o district court, Lewistown, Montana state; 

William Berger, c/o office of county attorney, Petroleum county, Winnett, Montana state; 

Thomas Meissner, c/o office of county attorney, Fergus county, Lewistown, Montana state; 

Nickolas C. Murnion, c/o office of county attorney, Garfield county, Jordan, Montana state; 

Charles Phipps, c/o office of sheriff, Garfield county, Jordan, Montana state; 

Kenneth R. Wilson, c/o district court, Garfield county, Jordan, Montana state; 

Roy Rodeghiero, c/o district court, Musselshell county, Roundup, Montana state; 

Robert Busenbark, c/o county commissioners, Petroleum county, Winnett, Montana state; 

G. Paul Smith, c/o office of sheriff, Musselshell county, Roundup, Montana state; 

Joseph P. Mazurek, 215 N. Sanders, Helena, Montana state; 

Joe Hegel, c/o district court, Garfield county, Jordan, Montana state; 

John Bohlman, c/o office of county attorney, Musselshell county, Roundup, Montana state; 

Legislative Revue Council, Capitol Station, Helena, Montana state; 

Lois Poulton, c/o office of sheriff, Petroleum county, Winnett, Montana state; 

Art Gallinger, c/o office of Justice of Peace, Garfield county, Jordan, Montana state; 
all United States citizens. 

This affidavit of mailing service is true, correct and certain; and, “But before all, my brethren, do not swear, neither by the heavens, 
nor by the earth, nor any other kind of oath; but let your res be yes; and your no, no; so that you may not fall under a 
sentence.” “Holy Scriptures” James 5:12 Ferrar Fenton 

teste meipso this_day of July, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, 

through our Redeemer, Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

per curiam: _ 

Richard E. Clark, Justice pro tempore, in and for Fergus county court 

notary public Seal:_ 

Rodney O. Skurdal, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately bonded. 

I, Rodney O. Skurdal, notary public in our County and State aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge the above described document 

as true, correct and certain, duly signed before me by the freeman character known to me as Richard E. Clark on this_day of 

July, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Fees:_, Postage:_, Affidavit:_, 

Oath:_, Mileage:_, Misc.:_, 



Montana state ) 

Musselshell county ) ss. 


TO: John Warner, and Roy C. Rodeghiero 

You are hereby notified that Rodney O. Skurdal has sued a writ of error, from the supreme court, to 
reverse the decision of the district court of said county, given in your favor against the said Rodney O. 
Skurdal at the cause nos. DV-92-64, DV 93-34, 1993, and unless you appear in the said supreme court on 
the_day of June, 1994, the cause will be heard in your absence. 

Witness the seal of the district court the_day of_, 1994. 

[ Seal. ] _, 

Clerk. 


of necessity by Prothonotary, with prejudice, 
teste this_day of June, 1994. 



in the circuit and district court of the United States in and for Dewey county 
division of South Dakota in Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction 

Letter Rogatory 


United States of America ) 

South Dakota state ) ss. before our Justices' 

Dewey county ) special proceeding affidavit of Arnold G. Wiedmer 

IVbrror andum i n Law 

In re: purported cause No. CR95-30029 

Greetings: involuntary special appearance, special proceeding in legislative created tribunal 
United States District Court for the District of South Dakota, Central Division 


I, Arnold G. Wiedmer, hereby present by special appearance special proceeding in 
Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction in our Court of Justice being a court of record 
via Common Law venue notary public and before our supreme Court in and for Dewey county invoking 
Article 111, section 23 of our Constitution of South Dakota this affidavit in the form of letter rogatory 
directed to the legislative created tribunal United States District Court, District of South Dakota, Central 
Division and its officers concerning unalienable Right as duly contained in the spirit and intent of Article 
of amendment the Eleventh of our national Constitution in direct relation to matters concerning the 
expatriated private party Arnold G. Wiedmer in our country of South Dakota expressly not “within” the 
United States. 

The United States District Court for the District of South Dakota, Central Division, is a voluntary court 
upon the agreement of the parties' exercising no original nor compelling jurisdiction over the parties' 
even under their purported summons in a criminal case based upon a purported indictment against the 
private party Arnold G. Wiedmer founded on matters before United States citizen/subjects thereby 
creating estoppel in said legislative created tribunal in compliance with non-waiver by Arnold G. 
Wiedmer of his protections and guarantees under Article of amendment the Eleventh of our national 
Constitution for the following reasons in Law: 

The hearing officer Mark A. Moreno acting without our special appointments would be necessarily an 
executive officer under prima facie proof of federal form 61 which states in effect said hearing officer 
will not strike against the United States while an employee thereof creating a conflict of interest in the 
voluntary appearance process under the presumption all People are necessarily statutory defined 
“persons”, either as a corporation or as effectively connected in the conduct of a trade or business within 
the United States, raising the question of whether the United States District Court, District of South 
Dakota, Central Division would proceed under 28 U.S.C. § 1746 (1) or under the alternative 28 U.S.C. § 
1746 (2), creating the need for judicial determination of our private People utilizing their unalienable 
Right under Article of amendment the Eleventh of our national Constitution, expressly not foederal, or in 
modem parlance federal, and specially, expressly and explicitly not waived by the private party Arnold 
G. Wiedmer duly expatriated from “within” the United States and not effectively connected in the 
conduct of a trade or business “within” the United States, nor a resident of the state of South Dakota. 

The United States District Court, District of South Dakota, Central Division purported indictment against 
Arnold G. Wiedmer fails for major compelling reasons contained in 28 U.S.C. § 1861 which recognizes 
two different classes of People who comprise a jury of peers, one being the more commonly used United 
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States citizens/subjects who have a vested interest in the outcome of the case (conflict of interest, 
conflict of laws), and the other being a jury of peers, good and lawful men well learned in Law and 
necessarily expatriated from “within” the United States and its “other jurisdiction”. Even the United 
States District Court, District of South Dakota, Central Division fully recognizes their own Rule 17, 
Supreme Court rules “other jurisdiction” which provide for exclusive jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1251 
in our supreme Court in and for each and every county in our countries, meaning our several States of the 
union in America, the organic States, the Republic states expressly not the shadow states, nor compact 
party states nor Buck Act States of the United States under commercial nexus. Said Rule 17 of “other 
jurisdiction” also encompasses the spirit and intent of Article of amendment the Eleventh of our national 
constitution, creating not only a diversity of citizenship, but also the division of our Courts, meaning our 
American national side vs. the federal ( foederal ) side expressly for their own subjects/citizens/aliens 
created by acts of congress, said subj ects not being able to question the validity of the public debt. The 
United States District Court, District of South Dakota, Central Division must prove no United States 
citizens sat on the purported grand jury who purportedly created an indictment against the private party 
Arnold G. Wiedmer protected in his Common Law venue in and for his respective county-court. If it will 
be found true United States citizens/subjects did participate in the purported grand jury indictment above 
mentioned, the indictment fails and plea in bar coram non judice becomes the menu in Common Law 
venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction not waived either express or implied by the private party 
Arnold G. Wiedmer under recognized United States codes U.S.C. 28 §§ 1602 through 1631, the latter 
creating the need for transfer to cure want of jurisdiction even after the Common Law venue is more fully 
adjudicated by certiorari in aid of habeas corpus, and upon discretionary denial of said certiorari an extra¬ 
ordinary writ of mandamus will issue by judicial writ from this quorum of Justices' sitting in special term 
time ex vi termini in our country of South Dakota organized by quoad hoc committee of necessity to 
prevent irreparable injury to innocent private parties'. Even Title 18, U.S.C., Rule 5, footnotes quotes on 
page 23 of the 1993 edition, “The state has no appeal from errors of law committed by a magistrate upon 
preliminary examination and the discharge on a preliminary would operate as an unchallengeable 
acquittal. It is noteworthy the statutory language for preliminary examination is habeas corpus. 

Next in Rule 6 of same book on Title 18, U.S.C. concerning indictment and information is quoted, “(b) 
(1) Challenges. The attorney for the government or a defendant who has been held to answer in the 
district court may challenge the array of jurors on the ground that the grand jury was not selected, drawn 
or summoned in accordance with law, and may challenge an individual juror on the ground that the juror 
is not legally qualified.” Concurrence with Title 28, U.S.C., § 1861 through 1869. 

After Common Law venue is more fully adjudicated and established by non-waiver of the private party 
Arnold G. Wiedmer in and for Dewey county-court, causing the United States District Court, District of 
South Dakota, Central Division to lose its purported venue and other jurisdiction over the private party 
Arnold G. Wiedmer for reasons in law the United States attorney cannot furnish a full and complete 
discovery of the purported grand jury members who could have qualified as expatriated Citizens and 
even upon completion of such full discovery under Title 5, privacy act of congress, said United States 
citizens/subjects would be exempted from jury service under the Title 28, U.S.C. mandates supra 
through conflict of laws, thereby raising the question of federal common law which is more fully known 
as Uniform Commercial Code, expressly sections 1-105 conflict of laws, Private International Law, 
Negotiable Instruments Law, and its legal consequences as contained within section 1-103 through 
elements of fraud, coercion, duress, undue influence, misrepresentation, bankruptcy, law of contracts, 
principal and agent, estoppel and other validating or invalidating causes in this Common Law venue by 
territorial application of the act and parties' power to choose applicable law in their state of the forum by 
non-waiver of State Privilege and Immunities as recognized in Title 28 U.S.C., Rule 302, 501, and Rules 
of Evidence Miscellaneous Rules 1101 (a) (c) more fully contemplated under the footnotes as quoted in 
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pertinent part under subdivision (a),"These various provisions do not in terms describe the same courts. 
In congressional usage the phrase “district courts of the United States,” without further qualification, 
traditionally has included the district courts established by Congress in the states under Article 111 of the 
Constitution, which are “constitutional” courts, and has not included the territorial courts created under 
Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2, which are “legislative” courts." Supported by a case opinion Hornbuckle 
v. Toombs, 85 U.S. 648, 21 L. Ed. 966 ( 1873 ). This is why Rules of Evidence under Miscellaneous 
Rule 1101 (d) (2) Grand jury. Proceedings before grand juries., provide the exception under Rules of 
Privilege even though Title 28 spells the imperative word Privilege with a small case p. So the astute 
reader of this affidavit will look to Black's Law Dictionary, Fifth Edition and purview the two different 
classes of People, by special effect of capitalization on the words Privileges and Immunities. The law of 
the alien ( corporation ) is separate and distinct from this peculiar jurisdiction under our Common Law 
venue by our supreme Law of the Land, Article VI, clause 1 and 2 and a fortiori Magna Charta chapter 
61. 

Considering the above startling expose of Title 28 and Title 18, the private party Arnold G. Wiedmer 
through his able assistance of counsel under private contract as a matter of unalienable Right presents 
further Article of amendment the Fourth, right of privacy which said violations by the aliens was a felony 
with three year prison terms in earlier statutes in the territory of Montana law prior to 1889, causing of 
necessity and without recourse to Arnold G. Wiedmer his express non-waiver of said vested fundamental 
unalienable Right. By this non-waiver of right of privacy the purported indictment of the United States 
District Court, District of South Dakota, Central Division fails for substantive non-compliance with their 
own rules in the fact no warrant was issued upon a Trust, nor co-trustees of any trust established under 
Common Law venue which expressly forbids the title of nobility United States and its non-registered 
foreign agents from asserting a claim against said Trust, and by this very fact these Justices' have looked 
through the looking glass and see fraud upon the Court created by the United States attorney who has 
failed to state a claim upon which relief could be granted in a legislative created tribunal under acts of 
congress in relation to the special character of the class of People by diversity of citizen, and division of 
the Courts. The United States attorney has failed to prove by grand jury of peers an indictment which 
could circumvent the substantive right of privacy enjoyed by the private party Arnold G. Wiedmer in his 
Common Law venue, specially invoking original and exclusive jurisdiction in our supreme Court in and 
for Dewey county, country of South Dakota and by our own Rules not subject to objection by anyone of 
any character whatsoever as in Title 5, U.S.C., sections 701 through 703 via declaratory judgments by 
reliance upon extra-ordinary writ of mandamus, writ of prohibition, and writ of habeas coipus even 
without the aid of certiorari in aid of the appellate supreme court justices' who fail to see and hear our 
supreme Law of the Land. 

Continuing on with the above succinctly stated causes of action and unalienable Right possessed by the 
private party Arnold G. Wiedmer, Article of amendment the First comes to the forefront by right of 
freedom of association, simple contract law, and express prohibitions on the United States via titles of 
nobility, impairing the obligation of contract and ex post facto law, which also would encompass the bill 
of attainder against the private party Arnold G. Wiedmer in his country of South Dakota exempt from the 
United States and its non-registered foreign agents owing allegiance to a foreign prince and power, 
subordinated to the position of the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer. 

If the above due presentments non-waived by the private party Arnold G. Wiedmer in his Common Law 
venue original and exclusive jurisdiction in Dewey county court are violated by agents of the United 
States, certiorari for suspension of our American national Constitution would become imperative with 
direct review in the Eighth circuit by special leave granted by this Court wherein a State shall be a party 
in a Court of first and last resort under our supreme Law of the Land through remedy contained in 
Chapter 61 of Magna Charta. 
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Remedy is by habeas corpus, immediate release of the political prisoner Arnold G. Wiedmer upon service 
of this special proceeding upon the delinquents, non-registered foreign agents of the United States by our 
special Marshal sitting at the pleasure of this Court of Justice, Article Ill jurisdiction by special 
appointments of necessity and without recourse in our Common Law venue, under our supreme Law of 
the Land. 

This affidavit is true, correct and certain; admitted under Rule 44.1 Judicial Notice of Foreign Law; and, 

“But before all, my brethren, do not swear, neither by the heavens, nor by the earth, nor any other 
kind of oath; but let your yes be yes; and your no, no; so that you may not fall under a sentence.” 
“Holy Scriptures” James 5:12 Ferrar Fenton 

Further this Affiant sayeth naught: 

per curiam, _ 

Arnold G. Wiedmer, sui juris, in Dewey county court, in our country of South Dakota, in 
these several States in this union in America, under organic law, not waived 
either express or implied by the Sovereign. 

per curiam:_ 

, Justice by special appointment in our country of South Dakota, 
American national forum, Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction 

per curiam:_ 

, Justice by special appointment in our country of South Dakota, 
American national forum, Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction 

per curiam:_ 

, Justice by special appointment in our country of South Dakota, 
American national forum, Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction 

Attestation: by special appointment notary public as in Rule 902 3(A)(B)8&9 Rules of 

Evidence Title 28, U.S.C. 

1, , duly appointed, commissioned, and privately bonded notary 

public in our country of South Dakota in the county aforesaid hereby attest and acknowledge the law as 
presented by the Sovereign, fellow Justice free inhabitant known to me as Arnold G. Wiedmer, and the 
facts as more particularly described throughout this special proceeding which are exempt from the Title 
28 U.S.C. Rules by their very own admittance in Rule 81, special proceedings which are prosecuted by 
affidavit of the Sovereign. 

Fees: _ 

Oath:_ 

Affidavit 
Postage: 

Mileage: 

Misc: 


cc: Supreme Court record 

other interested Private Interventionists 


American National record_ 

Volume,_ 

non-domestic mailing location; 
Dewey county court 
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Justices' Court 

IN AND FOR ( "NAME OF YOUR COUNTY" ) COUNTY/COMITATUS 

Common Law affidavit by the sovereign 

( your name ) "without" the united states 

In the Name and by the Authority of the People in Montana in and for_, 

county, this Honorable Justice, Affiant ( your name ) in Law and in equity “bona fide” 
presents by this Common Law affidavit Memorandum of Law and certification of facts, stating for 
the record in this Justices' Court I am of sound mind, over 21 years of age, and capable of making 
this Common Law affidavit sui juris character in our Justices' Courts. 

Affiant states and attests to the fact of having read the contents of his UCC -1 non-standard 
non-negotiable forms and UCC -4 PRIVATE security agreement “True Bill” filed and recorded 
upon named Defendants/subjects in this involuntary bankruptcy against the criminal United States 
municipal corporation d/b/a public policy “within” the United States and that the Common Law and 
facts are absolutely true, correct and relevant in actual fact and in actual Law, and relevant to what I 
believe to be true and correct by reason of the “ Holy Scriptures” , my own research, my assistance 
of Counsel, a study of our history, the original handwritten Constitution of Montana in the year 
1889 and 1884, the Articles of Confederation, the Northwest Ordinance, the Mayflower Compact, 
the Magna Charta of 1215, A.D., the national Constitution in America, the original first Ten Articles 
of Amendment named "Bill of Rights", the original 13th Article of Amendment which has been 
removed from our present versions of our national Constitution (meaning the “ no titles of nobility” 
amendment), the Preamble to our national Constitution for these 50 united states in this Union of 
the fifty several States in America, the Declaration of Independence, the Negotiable Instruments 
Law, the colorable Unifonn Commercial Code, the political will Montana Codes Annotated, the 
Revised Codes of Montana in 1947, the opinions of the judicial Power and judicial Authority 
Supreme Court Justices' in good behavior, and the actual positive law acts of congress relating to 
their lawful Authority and in their Lawful realm of territorial jurisdiction and venue, as the actual 
real evidence of proof positive, irrefutable, conclusive and bona fide by rules of evidence 401, and 
by mandamus under Rule 201 and Rule 202 in our Montana country, that show beyond any question 
or shadow of a doubt the presentments and accusations and criminal probable cause presentments 
made by this freeman character Affiant are true, correct, and relevant in fact and in Law under our 
rule of decision supremacy Common Law by the Alpha and Omega in “ Holy Scriptures” as in 
Genesis and in Revelations, (quod vide; lex scripta and lex non scripta .I 

This freeman character Affiant attests to the fact our original handwritten Constitution of 
Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D., is controlling and of binding force as 
against the public hirelings who have been named in the filings and public recordings of Uniform 
Commercial Code non-standard non-negotiable forms as duly presented to public officers for notice 
and knowledge as a courtesy to said public hirelings, and to satisfy our supremacy Common Law. 

This Affiant attests to the fact our Courts of Justice are of peculiar and limited jurisdiction in 
our proper Common Law venue in our respective county, and beyond the scope of authority of our 
Legislative Assembly, who by the contract of public oath of office in our State, must recognize and 
obey the prohibitions of titles of nobility in our Courts of Justice. 
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This Affiant attests to the fact the Defendant judges, attorneys, solicitors, proctors, advocates 
and lawyers are presumed to be schooled in Law, they take a public oath of office in open Court, 
they are presumed to know the Law and be well disposed to obey same, that the attorneys and 
lawyers are practicing law without the required State license, that no State in this Union of these 
several fifty (50) united States in America issues a license to the attorneys nor to the lawyers to 
practice law as an occupation, nor to do business in this Montana state by practicing law, by the real 
evidence the appellate branch of our supreme court are the parties who certify said attorneys and 
lawyers, without the Legislative Assembly having provided any license scheme or statutory 
provisions for licensing attorneys, proctors, solicitors, proctors, esquires, advocates and lawyers. 

Affiant attests to the fact the colorable Unifonn Commercial Code is an association of 
judges, attorneys, titles of nobility and lawyers who have made said Codes their own private rule, 
purporting to be law, regulations, and deceptive codes to attempt to adjudicate contractual disputes 
or disputed agreements, either public or private and addressed to statutory defined “persons” 
meaning artificial entities ( aliens ), expressly exempting the People of the Posterity possessed with 
keen knowledge coupled with wisdom in our “other jurisdiction”. The United States Federal 
Reserve Corporation a/k/a Bank or “system” and member ba nk s are private corporations. The 
Federal Reserve Note is no longer a legal nor lawful negotiable instrument, that it is no longer a 
lawful debt obligation of the several States in this Union of fifty (50) united States in America 
and/or the People of the Posterity inhabiting the 50 separate States in this Union, the American 
national white race People of the Posterity under our law of descent. The Federal Reserve notes are 
not Dollars of Money and do not qualify as debt obligations, either public or private under H. J.R. 
192, the 1792 Mint Act, Title 31 U.S.C. § 463(b), Title 12 U.S.C. § 411, and the Federal Reserve 
Notes do not, and cannot qualify as Lawful enforceable contract as per the Uniform Commercial 
Code at UCC § 3-102(l)(b); the Federal Reserve Notes have been dishonored as per UCC §§ 3-508, 
3-509, 3-510; these Federal Reserve Notes have been altered as per UCC §3-115; they are void for 
want of being a legal consideration as per UCC § 3-408; they have been altered as per UCC § 3-407; 
they are an unconscionable contract or clause as per UCC § 2-302; they fail in specific perfonnance 
sufficient to support a simple contract as per UCC § 1 -201 (44)(d), and by objection and protest with 
notary public from our foreign country of Montana of necessity, there is massive non-compliance 
with the provisions of UCC § 1-103 as enumerated in Anderson’s on the Uniform Commercial 
Code . The named Defendants did not do business with this freeman character Affiant bona fide as 
under UCC § 1-203. This freeman character Affiant is entitled to and has a Right and Remedy (i.e., 
UCC §§ 1-201 (34) & (36)) to adequate assurance of specific performance as per UCC § 2-609. 
The Banks loaned this freeman character Affiant nothing, but in the alternative purported to loan 
Credit to this freeman character Affiant, which in reality was Credit of the freeman character 
(Sovereign), created by the Sovereign, and collateralized by the Sovereign without the Bank or its 
officers having put up any equal value legal consideration whatsoever as mandated in Law by the 
Law of Contracts, and further wherein Banks are forbidden from loaning Credit as in CRAIG V. 
MISSOURI 29 US (IV PET.) 410, 433-36 (1830), meaning no State can emit bills of credit under 
restrictive prohibitions in our national and State constitutions. 

This freeman character Affiant has a natural Law unalienable GOD given Right and Remedy 
at UCC § 1 -201 (44)(d) for specific performance sufficient to support a simple contract which has 
been abrogated by the named Defendants creating probable cause for criminal prosecutions for their 
willful and knowing acts of tyranny in these fifty (50) several states in this Union of fifty (50) united 
States in America and under provisions of UCC § 2-721 and enforceable by UCC § 9-501, 
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especially under UCC § 1-103 bankruptcy by choice of Law for this freeman character at UCC § 1- 
105. 


The Defendant judges, attorneys, and lawyers purported to be well learned in Law and in 
contract law have willfully, knowingly and by their own volition (scienter) damaged this freeman 
character Affiant irreparably in this country of Montana and consequently are now under liability 
and obligated to this freeman character Affiant for damages; named Defendants have used their 
public positions as officers of the inferior tribunal court to disobey the Law of the Land in America, 
meaning these several States in this Union of fifty (50) separate States in America; and abused their 
personal public trust under bond by public oath of office under pains and penalties of perjury to 
deliberately conspire with named Defendants and their willing and knowing accomplices to defraud 
this freeman character Affiant of his Rightful PRIVATE property and Rights of Inheritance from 
Almighty Yahweh; and have defamed the good name and good character of this freeman character 
Affiant in his comitatus; discredited this freeman character Affiant before his family, his friends, his 
PRIVATE associates, and his neighbors through their (public hirelings) fraudulent orders, decisions, 
opinions and prostitute news media publications and public broadcasts. Said named Defendants and 
their accomplices and consortium of judges, attorneys and lawyers have deliberately conspired with 
the named Defendants Bank(s) and Bank officer(s) and their non-registered foreign agents to 
defraud this freeman character Affiant of his PRIVATE property exempt from assessment when 
they should have known the named Defendant Bank(s) made a fraudulent foreclosure claim upon 
this freeman character Affiant via the United States Bureau of Internal Revenue. They should have 
known that the named Defendant Bank(s) were in default and were in breach of a simple contract 
agreement for failure of any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract with this freeman 
character Affiant. Named Defendant Bank(s) and its officers are subject to this freeman character 
Affiant for confiscating and fraudulently obtaining and disposing of this freeman character Affiant's 
PRIVATE property by means of fraudulent misrepresentations of both actual facts and actual Law 
pertaining to the agreement or contract between the named Defendant Bank(s), its officers and this 
freeman character Affiant as signed, especially through the willful, knowing and intentional criminal 
activities of the non-registered non-bonded foreign agents of the United States Bureau of Internal 
Revenue aiding and abetting in the Common Law crimes of forcible entry, forcible detainer, 
unlawful detainer, libel and slander against this expatriated American national native bom jus soli, 
jus sanguinis, jure coronas, sui juris freeman character in this Montana state, a foreign country from 
the District of Columbia under public policy a/k/a the political will corporation bankrupt “within” 
the United States. 

The UCC -4 PRIVATE security non-negotiable “True Bill” agreements as duly filed and 
duly recorded with the UCC -1 non-standard non-negotiable forms by this freeman character Affiant 
are an accurate description of the liabilities and obligations of indebtedness by the named Defendant 
Bank(s) and its officers and co-conspirators judges, attorneys, lawyers, non-registered foreign agent 
officers of the United States and employees of the United States to this freeman character Affiant. 

This freeman character Affiant having read this above affidavit attests it is both a general 
accurate description of the truth of the subject matter and an accurate account of the liabilities, 
duties and obligations of Money in Dollars now due and now owing by the named Defendant 
Bank(s) and its officers and co-conspirators judges, attorneys, lawyers and non-registered foreign 
agents of the political will bankrupt municipal corporation public policy “within” the United States 
to this freeman character Affiant by reason of the fraudulent acts by commissions and omissions and 
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Common Law crimes and willful, knowing and voluntary participation in these damages against this 
freeman character Affiant as caused directly and indirectly by said named Defendants, individually, 
and jointly and severally in this foreign country of Montana as contrasted with the District of 
Columbia public policy United States, its territories, its possessions and its subjects through acts of 
congress. 

FURTHER FREEMAN CHARACTER AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT: 

SIGNED WITH SPECIAL, EXPRESS AND EXPLICIT RESERVATION OF ALL NATURAL LAW 
UNALIENABLE GOD GIVEN RIGHTS OF LIBERTY, WAIVING NONE IN OUR SUPREMACY COMMON LAW 
STATE IN THIS MONTANA COUNTRY IN THESE SEVERAL STATES IN THIS UNION OF STATES IN AMERICA 
as in the colorable UCC §1-207.7, UCC §1-103.6 and UCC §1-105 


Honorable Justice ( your name ), jus soli, jus sanguinis, jure corona, sui juris 
in care of postal address: Non-Domestic to the District of Columbia 
( your address ) Montana state, in these several States in this union of 50 States in America 

teste meipso this_day of_, in the year of our Almighty GOD, 

through our Redeemer, Emmanuel the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D. 

Montana state ) 

) ss. Common Law Venue original and exclusive Jurisdiction 
Garfield county ) 

Justus Township ) 

Jurat: 

Common Law Witnesses: 


Honorable Justice ( your name ), jus soli, jus sanguinis, jure corona, sui juris 


Honorable Justice ( your name ), jus soli, jus sanguinis, jure corona, sui juris 

TESTE THIS_ DAY OF_, NINETEEN HUNDRED NINETY FIVE, A.D. 
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Sanborn county court 

country of South Dakota 
Common Law venue - - supreme Court 


United States of America ) 

South Dakota state { organic } ) before our Justices' 

Sanborn county ) ss. Affidavit of Francis L. Rhoads 

TO: office of supreme Court clerk, c/o office of supreme Court Justices'; and, 
office of sheriff, Tom Fridley, Sanborn county, country of South Dakota 

I, Francis L. Rhoads, having just cause to make this affidavit in our one supreme Court in Sanborn county before 
office of sheriff Tom Fridley regarding what I saw while visiting with the said sheriff Tom Fridley during my visit to 
his office on April 27th, Nineteen Flundred Ninety Five, A.D., at approximately 10:00 o'clock in the forenoon. 

Tom Fridley showed me documents emanating from the sheriff in Charles Mix county, Ray Westendorf. These 
documents had purportedly been prepared by the prosecuting attorney in Charles Mix county 

What 1 noted was a purported order signed by magistrate judge Deborah Pfeffer who is also the clerk of court in 
Charles Mix county. The oath or affirmation was signed by Monica Wader who is the Register of Deeds of Charles 
Mix county. 1 also noted that a purported bond was listed at 2,000.00 dollars. 

This affidavit of facts is true, correct and certain; and, “Again, you have heard it was decreed to 
the ancients, that you shall not perjure yourselves, but give up your vow to the 
Lord. But I tell you in short, Do not vow at all; not by heaven, for that is the 
throne of God; nor by the earth, because that is His footstool; nor by Jerusalem, 
for that is the city of the great King. Neither vow by your head, because you are 
not able to make a single hair white or black. But let your language be ‘Yes, yes’; 
‘No, no’: for whatever exceeds these proceeds from evil.” 

“Holy Scriptures” Matthew 5:33 Ferrar Fenton 

teste meipso this_day of May, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, 

through our Redeemer, Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

per curiam:_ 

Francis L. Rhoads, sui juris, in and for Sanborn county-court, country of South Dakota, united States of America 

notary public Seal: 


, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately bonded. 

I, , notary public in our County and State aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge the above 

described document as true, correct and certain, duly signed before me by the freeman character known as 
Francis L. Rhoads, on this_day of May, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Fees:_, Oath:_, Postage:_, 

Affidavit:_, Mileage:_, Misc.:_. 



Dewey county court 

country of South Dakota 

Common Law venue - - supreme Court - - original and exclusive jurisdiction 
united States of America ) 

South Dakota state { organic } ) ss. before our Justices' pro tempore 

Dewey county ) 

TO: office of supreme Court clerk, c/o office of supreme Court Justices'; and, all United States citizens. 

Greetings: 

Know all men by these presents: I, Arnold G. Wiedmer, having just cause in our country of South Dakota did 
make bona fide tender offer via Certified Bankers Check signed by remitter LeRoy M. Schweitzer for the sum 
certain amount of Six Thousand One Hundred Five and 14/100 current credit money funds to Home Farmers Mutual 
Insurance Association on or before May 18th, 1995. In response to said bona fide tender offer, Home Farmers 
Mutual Insurance Association of 1011 First Street South, Suite 350, Hopkins, Minnesota state did send 
acknowledgment signed by James H. Overholt, President to Arnold G. Wiedmer at R.R., Box 2, Firesteel, South 
Dakota state, said acknowledgment an integral part of this affidavit as attachment proof for filing for public record 
with office of Dewey county court clerk and recorder forthwith, with proof by certified true and correct copy 
returned to Arnold G. Wiedmer noting the minute, hour, day, month and year, signed by office of clerk and recorder 
with Dewey county court seal affixed thereto, creating prima facie real evidence in our supreme Court in and for 
Dewey county, country of South Dakota, united states of America. 

This affidavit for supreme Court report is true, correct and certain; and, “But before all, my brethren, do not 
swear, neither by the heavens, nor by the earth, nor any other kind of oath; but let your yes be yes; 
and your no, no; so that you may not fall under a sentence.” “Holy Scriptures” 

James 5:12 Ferrar Fenton 

teste meipso this_day of June, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, 

through our Redeemer, Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 
per curiam: 


Arnold G. Wiedmer, Justice pro tempore, in and for Dewey county court, country of 
South Dakota 


notary public Seal: 


, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately 

bonded. 

I, , notary public in our County and State aforesaid, hereby attest and 

acknowledge the above described document as true, correct and certain, duly signed before me by the freeman 

character known to me as Arnold G. Wiedmer, on this_, day of June, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Fees:_, Postage:_, Affidavit:_, 

Oath:_, Mileage:_, Misc:,_. 



court of common law-Supreme Court 


United States of America ) 

Montana state { organic } ) ss. before our Justices' 

Garfield county ) 

Justus Township ) Mandamus 

To: office of Post Master, Post Office, Brusett, Montana state, United States of America 

Greetings: 


You are hereby commanded to place on our Post Office bulletin board for public 
view the enclosed second verification of “True Bill” as duly presented to Mark O'Keefe, auditor for the 
state of Montana, agency for the State of Montana until this item is settled under full accord and 
satisfaction in our State. Also include this lawful affidavit to satisfy our bona fide notice. 

Your failure to obey this lawful writ of mandamus will subject you to treble damages of this cause of 
action as well as criminal prosecution in our State. 

Thank you for any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract by the law of the place as in 
U.C.C. § 1-105 under conflict of laws. 


teste meipso this_day of October, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, through our Redeemer, 

Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D.. 


Court Seal: 
Court Seal: 
Court Seal: 


justice Emmett Clark 


justice William L. Stanton 


justice LeRoy M. Schweitzer, 



Garfield county-court 

for recording by ex officio recorder Jo Ann Stanton 
by Common Law venue Affidavit of Protest 
United States of America ) 

Montana state de jure ) ss. Affidavit of Protest 

Garfield county de jure ) 

Justus Township ) 

In the name and by the authority of the People in and for Garfield county, I, LeRoy M. Schweitzer, and I, 
Edwin Clark, and I, Daniel E. Petersen, having cause to protest by due presentments entered into this 
Garfield county-court by the Honorable Justice William L. Stanton who did make bona fide tender offer 
to AgAmerica for the sum certain amount of Two Hundred Forty Thousand ( 240,000.00 ) Dollars of 
current credit money on the 23rd day of May, 1994, proved by affidavit of mailing service as duly 
presented to Farm Credit Services, P.O. Box 80530, Billings, Montana state, United States of America, 
and who also did make bona fide tender offer to Small Business Administration for the sum certain 
amount of Forty Thousand ( 40,000.00 ) Dollars of current credit money on the 23rd day of May, 1994, 
proved by affidavit of mailing service as duly presented to Small Business Administration at 2525 4th 
Ave. North, Billings, Montana state, U.S.A., and who also did make bona fide tender offer to Farmers 
Home Administration for the sum certain amount of One Hundred Ten Thousand ( 110,000.00 ) Dollars 
of current credit money on the 23rd day of May, 1994, proved by affidavit of mailing service as duly 
presented to Farmers Home Administration, Evert J. Lovec, non-registered foreign agent, 3120 Valley 
Drive East, Miles City, Montana state, U.S.A.. 

The above listed and described parties failed to state any claim or reason whatsoever for their failure to 
accept payment of their alleged demands, thereby accepting under their own rules as in U.C.C. § 3-601. 

Whereupon We did protest, and by these presents do publicly and solemnly protest as well against 
the drawer and indorsers of the said documentary draft as against all others whom it doth or may concern 
for exchange, re-exchange and all costs, charges, damages and interest heretofore incurred or to be 
hereafter incurred for want of the payment of the same; and I do hereby certify that on this 31st day of 
May, 1994, We did give due and written notice, signed by our witnesses, of the presentment and protest 
of the foregoing tender offer by documentary draft to the respective indorsers of the said instrument, and 
informing the delinquent parties' that they were held liable for the payment of said documentary draft; 
and on the same day, We deposited the same in the United States of America mail, contained in a 
securely sealed postpaid wrapper, duly directed and subscribed to said delinquent parties' at the above- 
named places and addresses being the reputed place of residence and address of the persons to whom 
such notice was so addressed and the post-office nearest thereto. 

Thus done and protested in the county and state aforesaid, in the presence of LeRoy M. Schweitzer, 
Edwin Clark and Daniel E. Petersen, Common Law witnesses. 

In testimony whereof, We have hereunto set our hands and affixed our seals this 31st day of May, 1994. 

Common Law witness: _ 

LeRoy M. Schweitzer, sui juris, in personam, in Justus Township 

Common Law witness: _ 

Edwin Clark, sui juris, in personam, in Justus Township 

Common Law witness: _ 

Daniel E. Petersen, sui juris, in personam, in Justus Township 



Dewey county court 

country of South Dakota 
Common Law venue - - supreme Court 


united States of America ) 

South Dakota state { organic } ) ss. before our Justices' pro tempore, constitutional authority 

Dewey county ) 

Final Judgment, res judicata by affidavit 

TO: office of supreme Court clerk, c/o office of supreme Court Justices'; and, 

all defendants in quiet title cause of action referenced no._. 

I, Arnold G. Wiedmer, co-trustee for Sheik Arabians Living Trust, having just cause by this affidavit in Common 
Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction hereby enter final judgment res judicata against Farmers Home 
Administration, United States District Court; Farmers Co-op Assn; Farmer Mutual Ins., Assn.; First Bank Aberdeen; 
G.M.A.C.; H.C. Clark Imp. Co.; Oahe Veterinary; and United States Department of Agriculture for their failure to 
contest entry of judgment within the 72 hour time limit granted by the State in fact, Arnold G. Wiedmer in his 
country of South Dakota. 

This final judgment is res judicata for judicial notice in Law, and by conclusions of fact for our Circuit Court 
Justices' as true, correct and certain; and, “But before all, my brethren, do not swear, neither by the 
heavens, nor by the earth, nor any other kind of oath; but let your yes be yes; and your no, no; so 
that you may not fall under a sentence.” 

“Holy Scriptures” James 5:12 Ferrar Fenton 

teste meipso this_day of June, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, 

through our Redeemer, Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

per curiam: _ 

Arnold G. Wiedmer, Justice pro tempore 


notary public Seal: 


, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately 

bonded. 

I, , notary public in our County and State aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge 

the above described document as true, correct and certain, duly signed before me by the freeman character known to 
me as Arnold G. Wiedmer, on this_, day of June, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Fees:_, Postage:_, Affidavit:_, 

Oath:_, Mileage:_, Misc:,_. 



court of common law-Supreme Court 


United States of America ) 

Montana state { organic } ) ss. before our Justices' 

Garfield county ) Affidavit of facts 

Justus Township ) Affidavit of Mailing Service 

To: office of Supreme Court clerk in Garfield county; and office of Garfield county justices' 

and office of Post Master in Brusett, Montana state, United States of America, non-domestic to the 

bankrupt United States, a foreign corporation. 

I, LeRoy M. Schweitzer, having just cause to make this lawful affidavit in Common Law venue, hereby 
attest and acknowledge on the 17th day of October, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D., a letter 
purporting to be mailed to LeRoy M. Schweitzer arrived into my private possession, and inside said letter 
appeared to be two containers with what further appeared to be stamps inside, due to the red and blue 
color which appeared under intense light. What is not so clear however, is why the PostMaster, Claims 
and Inquiry from Great Falls, MT 59401-9998 used the wrong mailing location on the letter when the 
Post Master in Brusett, Montana state, United States of America had notice and knowledge of the fact 
this was not a proper mailing location especially under the tenor of the due presentment for the stamps. 

In the future use only the proper mailing location to prevent the presumption LeRoy M. Schweitzer is 
somehow subject to the whim of the United States citizens which could violate our due guarantee under 
our national constitution at Article of amendment the 11th. This is Common Law venue only, non- 
negotiable in this state of the forum. The presumption of subject class alienation has been broken and 
will remain so broken for so long as LeRoy M. Schweitzer shall so live in his native country of Montana 
as proven by pre-mature birthright somewhere short of the hospital in Havre, Montana state, United 
States of America, expressly not within the admitted bankrupt United States, a mere foreign corporation, 
meaning alien. 

Please return the paid up stamps via proper mailing location to prevent an audit by the PostMaster 
general acting for the G.A.O. for the Comptroller of the Currency. By your own bona fide U.C.C. § 1- 
207.7 

This affidavit is prima facie evidence for the Comptroller of the Currency to be used in any forthcoming 
judicial branch of government hearing under our supreme Law of the Land in our Nation, E Pluribus 
Unum. 

This affidavit is true, correct and certain; and, “Again, you have heard it was decreed to the 
ancients, that you shall not perjure yourselves, but give up your vow to the Lord. But I 
tell you in short, Do not vow at all: not by heaven, for that is the throne of God; nor by 
the earth, because that is His footstool; nor by Jerusalem, for that is the city of the great 
King. Neither vow by your head, because you are not able 


1 of 2 8/31/2018 Affidavit of mailing and facts 



to make a single hair white or black, But let your language be ‘Yes, yes’; ‘No, no; for 
whatever exceeds these proceeds from evil.” “Holy Scriptures” Matthew 5:33-37 
Ferrar Fenton 

teste meipso this 17th day of October, in the year of our Mighty One, Nineteen Hundred 
Ninety Four, A.D.. 

Court Seal: 


justice LeRoy M. Schweitzer, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in 
Garfield county, in our country of Montana 


_, notary public 

Seal: 

Rodney O. Skurdal, duly commissioned, privately bonded, in re, in our country of Montana. 

1,_, Rodney O. Skurdal, notary public in our country of 

Montana hereby attest and acknowledge the facts as duly presented to me by the free inhabitant known to 
me as LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his realm, and having also witnessed a certain envelope which appeared 
to contain two rolls of stamps in some type of a container sent from a PostMaster from the Claims and 
Inquiry of Great Falls, MT 59401-9998 as being true, correct and certain. 

Done and dated this_day of October, in the year of our Almighty God, Yahweh, through our 

Redeemer, Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D.. 
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court of common law-Supreme Court 

writ of supervisory control 

United States of America ) 

Montana state { organic } ) ss. before our Justices' 

Garfield county ) 

Justus Township ) Affidavit of Mailing Service 

To: office of Supreme Court clerk in Garfield county, in care of office of Garfield 

county-court commissioners, office of justice of the peace 

Greetings: 

You are hereby commanded by this writ of supervisory control by our Supreme Court justices' in Garfield 
county to suspend all unlawful activity perpetrated upon Clay Taylor, Karen Taylor and other interested private 
parties', said unlawful activity more specifically presented by the fact the impostor Gregory P. Mohr, an admitted 
statutory creation has willfully, knowingly and feloniously breached his restrictive covenants in relation to Montana 
Code Annotated Title 46, section 18-202 which prohibits any judge or justice of the peace from sentencing Clay 
Taylor, a duly appointed public officer in precinct number 5, Garfield county. 

The process administered by Gregory P. Mohr in purported cause number 94-262 in the purported justice of the 
peace court in Garfield county is a sham process causing liability upon the state of Montana who has notice and 
knowledge of their transgressions and willful violations of their restrictive statutes but continue to blatantly perjure 
their public oaths of office before the People. Acts of tyranny are punishable in our Supreme Court and warrant of 
arrest upon Gregory P. Mohr is hereby entered upon public record in Garfield county organized for judicial purposes 
pursuant to our Constitution of Montana, with affidavits signed by the injured parties' and delivered to the office of 
our Constable in Garfield county with aid of our posse comitatus under our organic law. 

Attachment warrant of arrest as fully incorporated into this judicial writ of supervisory control in our Supreme Court 
in Garfield county, in our country of Montana, in our American national forum Common Law venue, original and 
exclusive jurisdiction. 

This writ of supervisory control is issued by our Supreme Court justices' under Article V, section 26 of our Constitution 
of Montana, being true, correct and certain; and, “Again, you have heard it was decreed to the ancients, that 
you shall not perjure yourselves, but give up your vow to the Lord. But I tell you in short, Do not vow 
at all: not by heaven, for that is the throne of God; nor by the earth, because that is His footstool; nor 
by Jerusalem, for that is the city of the great King. Neither vow by your head, because you are not 
able to make a single hair white or black, But let your language be ‘Yes, yes’; ‘No, no; for whatever 
exceeds these proceeds from evil.”“Holy Scriptures” Matthew 5:33-37 Ferrar Fenton 

teste this_day of November, in the year of our Mighty One, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, 

A.D.. 

per curiam: 

Court Seal:_ 

Rodney O. Skurdal, in personam, in Justus Township, in Garfield county, in our country of 

Montana, expressly not “within” the United States nor within the state of Montana 


_, notary public Seal. 

Rodney O. Skurdal, duly appointed, commissioned and privately bonded notary public in our country of Montana. 

I, _, notary public in our country of Montana in the county aforesaid 

hereby attest and acknowledge the law and facts as duly presented and signed before me by our justice Edwin Clark 
under Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction pursuant to our published rules of our Supreme Court, 
said writ of supervisory control being true, correct and certain and binding upon the impostor, Gregory P. Mohr, a 
known delinquent committing trespass upon our Supreme Court in Garfield county. 

Done and dated this_day of November, in the year of our Almighty God, Yahweh, through our Redeemer 

Emmanuel, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D.. 
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STATE OF MONTANA 

INSTRUCTIONS: UNIFORM COMMERCIAF CODE - FORM FS-1 

a. Please TYPE this form. 

b. Remove Secured Party and Debtor copies and submit remaining set to the Secretary of State with the $7.00 Filing Fee. 

c. The Secretary of State will return the pink copy as an acknowledgment. At a later time, Secured Party may date and sign the termination legend on this copy and 
use it as a Termination Statement. 

d. If the space provided for any item(s) is inadequate, the item(s) should be continued on additional sheets. Only one copy of such additional 
sheets need be presented with this set. No additional fee. 

XhlS FINANCING STATEMENT is presented to a filing officer for filing pursuant to the Uniform Commercial Code. NON STANDARD NON NEGOTIABLE 


Type of filing: must check one 
[X] Commercial Filing 


[ ] Agricultural Filing 


[ ] Transmitting Utility 


[X] Informational Filing 


This Financing Statement covers the following Types of collateral. If the collateral is agricultural products be specific as to type of product(s) 

(If collateral is crops growing or to be grown goods which are or are to become, fixtures, also estate concerned and add name and address of 
record owner or record lessee of real estate) 

All personal judgments, any and all license(s), Bonds, insurance, private/public trusts, Bank accounts, savings accounts, personal and private property {cars, 
trucks, vehicles, land/real estate, building(s), livestock, & etc. }, Assignment of all stocks ,bonds, & certificates of deposit, signatures, all tangible and 
intangible property, and including but not limited to their Partners assets, all inventory, all retirement accounts (federal and state), all payments while in public 
office, all private payments received while out of public office, all inheritance, all accounts receivable, etc., American Bank building, Billings, Montana state 
until full accord and satisfaction has been given to the secured party {paid in full}. 

Non/Standard-Non/Negotiable (non-federal form) 

A Security - 15 U.S.C. This s a U.S.S.E.C. Tracer Flag, not a point of Law. 

To be completed if applicable: The above listed agricultural product(s) is produced/located in 

_ All (56) Fifty Six __ county(ies). _ 

[X] Proceeds of Collateral [X] Products of Collateral 

are also covered are also covered 



Number of additional 
sheets presented [ j 


Check [X] if covered 


Name and Address of Assignee 
of Secured Party 
R.O.S. Trust 

c/o 245 Johnny's Coal Road 
Roundup, Montana state U.S. of A. 
Comptroller of the Currency, co-assignee 

Pre-paid Acc.# 8520799406 

Name and Address if Record Owner or 
Lessee of Real Estate Concerned 

Justus Township 
c/o P.O. Box 16 

Brusett, Montana state U.S. of A. 

William L. Stanton 
Richard E. Clark 
Edwin Clark 


Name and Address of Debtor 


Name and address of Debtor 


NAME AND ADDRESS OF SECURED Montana Secretary of State filing Officer 
PARTY _ Notary Public for the State of Montana 

LeRoy M. Schweitzer 
c/o P.O. Box 16 
Brusett, Montana state 
United States of America 
non-domestic 

Prc-Paid Acer.# 8520799406 


Name and Address of Debtor 100 M 

Linda Michaelis and husband, 
"Comptroller of the Currency" 
-co-debtors 

county of Yellowstone _ 

I.D. # 


Linda Michaelis and husband, co-debtor 
[Comptroller of the 


Currency for the Department of the Treasury] 



By: 

Signature(s) of Debtors(s) 

Signature(s) of Secured Party(ies) 

SECRETARY OF STATE ALPHA 

teste meipso this day of 

1994 


































STATE OF MONTANA 

INSTRUCTIONS: UNIFORM COMMERCIAF CODE - FORM FS-1 

a. Please TYPE this form. 

b. Remove Secured Party and Debtor copies and submit remaining set to the Secretary of State with the $7.00 Filing Fee. 

c. The Secretary of State will return the pink copy as an acknowledgment. At a later time, Secured Party may date and sign the termination legend on this copy and 
use it as a Termination Statement. 

d. If the space provided for any item(s) is inadequate, the item(s) should be continued on additional sheets. Only one copy of such additional 
sheets need be presented with this set. No additional fee. 

XhlS FINANCING ST AT EM ENT is presented to a filing officer for filing pursuant to the Uniform Commercial Code. NON STANDARD NON NEGOTIABLE 


Notary Public for our country of Montana 
non-standard form, non-domestic to U.S. 


Name and Address of Debtor 50M 

NAME AND ADDRESS OF SECURED 

PARTY 

Edward A. Amestoy & Wife 
c/o Phillips county-court 

Malta, Montana state U.S. of A. 
"Comptroller of the Currency" 
-co-debtor 
county of Phillips 

William L. Stanton 

Justus Township 
c/o HC 60 Box 16 

Brusett, Montana state U.S. of A. 

I.D. # 

Pre-Paid Acct.# 



Name and Address of Debtor 


Type of filing: must check one 
[X] Commercial Filing 

[ ] Agricultural Filing 


Name and Address of Assignee 
of Secured Party 
R.O.S. Trust 

c/o 245 Johnny's Coal Road 
Roundup, Montana state U.S. of A. 
co-assignee 

Comptroller of the Currency, c/o GAO 


Name and address of Debtor 


j ] Transmitting Utility 


[X] Informational Filing 


Pre-paid Ace.# 


Name and Address if Record Owner or Lessee 
of Real Estate Concerned 
Justus Township 
HC 60 Box 16 

Brusett, Montana state U.S. of A. 
William L. Stanton 
Richard E. Clark 
Edwin Clark 


This Financing Statement covers the following Types of collateral. If the collateral is agricultural products be specific as to type of product(s) 
(If collateral is crops growing or to be grown goods which are or are to become, fixtures, also estate concerned and add name and address of 
record owner or record lessee of real estate) 


All personal judgments, any and all license(s), Bonds, insurance, private/public trusts, Bank accounts, savings accounts, personal and private property {cars, 
trucks, vehicles, land/real estate, building(s), livestock, & ect. }, Assignment of all stocks ,bonds, & certificates of deposit, signatures, all tangible and 
intangible property, and including but not limited to their Partners assets, all inventory, all retirement accounts (federal and state), all payments while in public 
office, all private payments received while out of public office, all inheritance, all accounts receivable, ect., until full accord and satisfaction has been given to 
the secured party {paid in full}. 

NON/STANDARD-NON/NEGOTIABLE (non-federal form) 

A SECURITY-15 U.S.C. THIS IS A U.S.S.E.C. TRACER FLAG, NOT A POINT OF LAW. 


To be completed if applicable: The above listed agricultural product(s) is produced/located in 

_All (56) Fifty Six_county(ies)._ 


Check [X] if covered [X] Proceeds of Collateral [X] Products of Collateral Number of additional 

_are also covered_are also covered_sheets presented [ | 


This statement is filed with the debtor's signature to perfect a security interest in collateral (check app. box) 


[X ] already subject to a security interest in the Country of Montana when it was brought into this state, or 


[X] which is proceeds of the original collateral described above in which a security interest was perfected. 


set by UCC § 3-415 Accommodation/surety/guarantor signature /'without prejudice" with explicit reservation of all unalienable Rights, waiving none, ever, 

"without recourse & "with prejudice" mca-i -207 mca 30-1-103,30-1-105 {conflict of laws}, mca 1-1-107,i-i- 106 ,&i-i -109 


Edward A. Amestoy & Wife [Comptroller of the_ 


Currency for the Department of the Treasury] 


Signature(s) of Debtors(s) 


SECRETARY OF STATE ALPHA 


Signature(s) of Secured Party(ies) 


teste meipso this_ day of_ 


































STATE OF MONTANA 

INSTRUCTIONS: UNIFORM COMMERCIAF CODE - FORM FS-1 

a. Please TYPE this form. 

b. Remove Secured Party and Debtor copies and submit remaining set to the Secretary of State with the $7.00 Filing Fee. 

c. The Secretary of State will return the pink copy as an acknowledgment. At a later time, Secured Party may date and sign the termination legend on this copy and 
use it as a Termination Statement. 

d. If the space provided for any item(s) is inadequate, the item(s) should be continued on additional sheets. Only one copy of such additional 
sheets need be presented with this set. No additional fee. 

XhlS FINANCING STATEMENT is presented to a filing officer for filing pursuant to the Uniform Commercial Code. NON-STANDARD NON -NEGOTIABLE 


Name and Address of Debtor 100M 

NAME AND ADDRESS OF SECURED 

PARTY 

Montana Secretary of State filing Officer, 
or Notary Public, country of Montana 

Lloyd Bentsen and wife 
c/o Dept, of the Treasury 

City of Washington, D.C. 

& 

Comptroller of the Currency 

LeRoy M. Schweitzer 
c/o P.O. Box 61 

Winnett, Montana state 

United States of America 
non-domestic mailing location 


I.D. # N/A 

Pre-Paid Acct. # 8520799406 


Name and Address of Debtor 

Type of filing: must check one 

[X] Commercial Filing 

[ ] Agricultural Filing 

[ ] Transmitting Utility 

[X] Informational Filing 

Name and Address of Assignee 
of Secured Party 

R.O.S. Trust 

c/o 245 Johnny's Coal Road 

Roundup, Montana state U.S. of A. 
Comptroller of the Currency, G.A.O. 
office of the Postmaster,Roundup, Montana 
state, U.S. of A. 

Pre-paid Acct.# 8520799406 

Name and address of Debtor 

Name and Address if Record Owner or Lessee 
of Real Estate Concerned 

Justus Township 
c/o P.O. Box 16 

Brusett, Montana state U.S. of A. 
William L. Stanton 

Richard E. Clark 

Edwin Clark 

This Financing Statement covers the following Types of collateral. If the collateral is agricultural products be specific as to type of product(s) 

(If collateral is crops growing or to be grown goods which are or are to become, fixtures, also estate concerned and add name and address of 
record owner or record lessee of real estate) 

All personal judgments One Hundred Million Dollars of Lawful Money, any and all license(s), Bonds, insurance, private/public trusts, Bank accounts, savings 
accounts, personal and private property {cars, trucks, vehicles, land/real estate, building(s), livestock, & ect. }, Assignment of all stocks ,bonds, & certificates 
of deposit, signatures, all tangible and intangible property, Federal Reserve stock, and including but not limited to their Partners assets, all inventory, all 
retirement accounts (federal and state), all payments while in public office, all private payments received while out of public office, all inheritance, all accounts 
receivable, ect., until full accord and satisfaction has been given to the secured party {paid in full}. 

Non-Standard Non-Negotiable (non-federal fonn) 

A SECURITY-15 U.S.C. THIS IS A U.S.S.E.C. TRACER FLAG, NOT A POINT OF LAW. 

To be completed if applicable: The above listed agricultural product(s) is produced/located in 

All (56) Fifty Six county(ies). 

Check [X] if covered 

[X] Proceeds of Collateral 
are also covered 

[X] Products of Collateral 
are also covered 

Number of additional 
sheets presented j i 

This statement is filed with the debtor's signature to perfect a security interest in collateral (check app. box) 

[X ] already subject to a security interest in the country of Montana when it was brought into this state, or 

[X] which is proceeds of the original collateral described above in which a security interest was perfected. 


Set by UCC § 3-415 Accommodation/ surety/guarantor signature, "without prejudice" with explicit reservation of all unalienable Rights, waiving none, ever. 

"without recourse & "with prejudice 11 _ mca-1-207 mca 30-1-103,30-1-105 {conflict of laws}, mca i-i-107,i-i-106,&i-i-109 


Lloyd Bentsen and wife & [Comptroller of the 


Currency for the Department of the Treasury] 



By: 

Signature(s) of Debtors(s) 

Signature(s) of Secured Party(ies) 


SECRETARY OF STATE ALPHA 


teste meipso this 2nd day of November, 1994 

































1 A - Ten Commandments 

1.1 am the LORD your God, you shall have no other gods beside me. Exod. 20:2-31. 

2. You shall not make for yourself any carved image, or any likeness of anything; you shall not bow down to 
them nor serve them. Exod. 20:4-5; Deut 5:&9. 

3. You shall not take the name of the LORD your God in vain. Exod. 20:7; Deut. 5:11. 

4. Observe the Sabbath day, to keep it holy. Exod. 20:8-11 ; Deut. 5:12. 

5. Honor your father and your mother. Exod. 20: 12; Deut. 5: 16. 

6. You shall not murder. Exod 20: 13; Deut. 5: 17. 

7. You shall not commit adultery. Exod. 20: 14; Deut 5: 18. 

8. You shall not steal. Exod. 20: 15; Deut 5: 19. 

9. You shall not bear false witness. Exod. 20: 16; Deut 5:20. 

10. You shall not covet anything that is your neighbor's. Exod. 20:17; Deut 5:21. 

2A. - Access To God 

1. Access to God is by Christ. John 14:6-7; Rom. 5:1-2; Eph. 2:12-13,18; Heb. 7:19,25; Heb. 10:19; 1 Pet. 3:18. 

2. No man comes to the Father but by Christ. John 14:6. 

3. Access to God needed to obtain mercy and grace. Heb. 4:16. 

4. Draw near to God and He will draw near to you. James 4:8. 

5. Access to God is privileged to the saints of God. Deut. 4:7; Psa. 15; Psa. 23:6; Psa. 24:3-4. 

6. If you seek God, He will be found by you; but if you forsake Him, He will cast you off. Deut. 4:27-29; 1 Chron. 
28:9. 

7. The LORD is near to all who call upon Him in truth. Psa. 145:18; 

8. We are to earnestly seek God. 1 Chron. 16:11 ; Job 5:8; Psa. 27:4; Psa. 42:1-2; Psa. 84:1-2; Psa. 105:4; Isa. 

55:6; Hos. 10:12; Zeph. 2:3. 

9. The wicked are commanded to seek God. Psa. 55:6-7; James 4:8. 

10. We are to urge others to seek God: Isa. 2:3; Jer.31:6. 

11 . Those who are far from God shall perish, it is thus good to draw near to God. Psa. 73:27-28. 

12. seek the LORD and you shall live. Amos 5:4-6. 

2B - Faith and Belief 

I . All are required to have faith in God. 2 Chron. 20:20; Mark 11 :22; John 14:1. 

2. Christians required to believe in Christ and on His name. John 6:29; John 14:1 ; Eph. 1:1; Col. 1 :2; Gal. 2:20; 

Acts 20:2 John 3:23 Rev. 17:14. . 

3. Believe in Christ to do the work of God. John 6:28-29. 

4. Faith needed to open relationship with God. Acts 14:27; Rom. 5:2; Eph. 3:12; Heb. 11 :6. 

5. He that is faithful in that which is least is faithful also in much. Luke 16:10-11 . 

6. We are to believe in the gospel and scriptures. Mark 1:15; John 5:46-47; Acts 24:14; Phil. 1 :27; Jude 1 :3. 

7. We are to believe in what Moses and the prophets wrote. 11 Chron. 20:20; Luke 16:29-31; John 5:46-47; 

11 Pet. 3:2. 

8. Faith comes by hearing, and hearing by the word of God. Rom. 10:16-17. 

9. Whoever believes in Christ shall not be condemned, but have eternal life. John 3:15-18; John 6:40, 47; John 7:38; 
John 11:25-26. 

10. We are to put our trust in God as our help and shield (for he who trusts in the LORD, mercy shall surround him). 
Psa. 4:5; Psa. 7:1 ; Psa. 11 : 1 ; Psa. 32:10; Psa. 37:3, 5; Psa. 56:3; 11; Psa. 115:9-11; 2 Cor. 1:9. 

II . Blessed is the man who trusts in the LORD, and whose hope is in the LORD. Jer 17:7. 

12. Watch, stand fast in the faith, be brave, be strong. 1 Cor. 16:13. 

13. Do not put your faith and trust in materialistic wealth and security, but in the living God. Luke 12:16-30; 1 Tim. 
6:17. 

14. Your faith should not be in the wisdom of men but in the power of God. 1 Cor 2:5. 

15. He that believes in Christ, believes in God the Father. John 12:44. 

16. Those who believe in God should also be careful to maintain good works. Titus 3:8. 

17. Trust in the LORD with all your heart, and lean not on your own understanding. Prov 3:5. 

18. Blessed are they that have not seen Christ, and yet have believed. John 20:29. 

19: Warnings against coming into unbelief. Heb. 3:12; Heb. 4:11. 

20. Those who are guilty of unbelief have not the word of God in them and are not Christ's sheep. John 5:38; 

John 10:26. 
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21. Doubtfulness in the ways and power of God is forbidden. Matt. 14:31 ; Matt 21:21 ; Luke 12:29; Acts 10:20; 

1 Tim. 2:8. 

22. The power to do great things is given to those that have faith and doubt not. Matt. 21 :21 ; Mark 11 :23; 

Mark 16: 17-18. 

23. We are not to believe every spirit but try them whether they are of God or not. 1 John 4: 1 . 

24. It is better to have faith in the power of God than in the wisdom of men; it is better to trust the LORD than to 
put confidence in rulers. Psa. 118:8-9; 1 Cor. 2:5. 

25. Faith required for remission of sins. Acts 10:43; Rom. 3:25. 

26. Through faith we establish the law. Rom. 3:31 . 

27. Faith necessary in the Christian warfare. 1 Tim. 1 :18-19; ITim. 6: 12. 

28. Whatever is not of faith is sin. John 16:9; Rom. 14:23. 

29. Faith without works is dead. James 2: 17-26. 

30. Faith necessary in prayer. Matt 21 :22; James 1 :6-7. 

31 . None of those who trust in the LORD shall be condemned. Psa. 34:22. 

2C - Fear of God 

1 . To fear God is a primary duty of man . Eccl. 12 : 13 . 

2. We are commanded to fear God (you shall fear the LORD your God . Deut. 10:12, 20; Deut. 13:4; Josh. 4:24; 

Josh. 24:14; 1 Sam. 12: 14, 24; Psa. 22:23; Prov. 3:7; 1 Pet 2:17. 

3. The fear of God must be constantly maintained. Deut. 14:22-23; Josh. 4:24; Prov. 23:17. 

4. The eye of the LORD is on those who fear Flim. Psa. 33:18; 

5. The fear of God restrains sin. Exod. 20:20; Psa. 4:4; Prov. 16:6. 

6. Fear of God is necessary to the worship and service of God. Psa. 5:7; Psa. 2:11 ; Fleb. 12:28. 

7. Fear not them which can kill the body, but are unable to kill the spirit; but rather fear Flim who is able to destroy 

both spirit and body in hell. Matt. 10:28; Luke 12:4-5. 

8. God will fulfill the desires of those who fear Flim. Psa. 145:19. 

9. Not to fear or reverence man (for it will bring a snare) . 1 Sam. 15:24; Prov. 29:25; Isa. 8:12, 13; Isa. 51:12; 

Matt. 10:28; John 7: 13; John 9:22; Heb. 12:9. 

10. Those who fear God receive mercy and acceptance from God. Psa. 103 : 11 -13; Psa. 145: 19; Psa. 147: 11 ; Luke 
1:50; Act. 10:35. 

11. We should have a fear of God's punishment, wrath and judgment. Isa. 2:19; Luke 21 :26; Rev. 6:16-17; Fleb. 
10:27. 

12. The fear of the LORD is the beginning of wisdom. Prov. 1:7; Prov. 9:10 . 

13. Awe and reverence of God is given by fear of God. Psa. 89:7. 

14. The fear of the LORD leads to life and salvation, and he who has it will not be visited with evil. Psa. 85:9; 

Prov. 19:23. 

15. Blessings shall come to the man who fears the LORD. Psa. 112:1 ; Psa. 128:1,4; Mai. 4:2. 

2D - Idols and idolatry 

1 . There is but one God, the LORD God the Father. Mark 12:29, 32; 1 Cor. 8:6; 1 Tim. 2:5. 

2. You shall not have any other gods but the LORD God. Exod. 20:1 -3; Exod 94: 14; Deut. 5:7; Deut 6:14; 

Matt. 4:10. 

3. You shall not engage in idolatry and worship or serve the gods, idols or graven images of other nations. Gen. 

35:2; Exod. 20:4-5, 23; Exod. 23:24; Lev 17:7; Lev. 19:4; Deut 17:2-4; Josh. 23:7; Psa. 81 :9; 1 Cor. 

10: 14, 19-20; 1 John 5:21 . 

4. Keep yourselves from idols. 1 John 5:21 . 

5. Sorrow and shame shall come to all who hasten after another god and who boast of their idols. Psa. 16:4; 

Psa. 97:7. 

6. We are commanded to destroy all pagan idols, shrines, alters, groves, piliars, images, etc., that are in the land. 
Exod. 23:24; Exod 34: 13; Num. 33:52; Deut. 7:5, 25; Deut 12:2-3; Deut. 13: 12-17; Judges 2:2; Judges 
6:25-28; 2 Sam. 5:21; 2 Kings 23:14-16; 2 Chron 34:3-7; Mic. 5: 13-14. 

7. You shall not make for yourself or erect any graven image, idol, molten god, or likeness of anything to worship. 
Exod. 20:4, 23; Exod. 34:17; Lev. 19:4; Lev. 26:1; Deut 4:15-19, 23-25; Deut. 5:8-9; Deut 16:22. 

8. You shall not bring a graven image or other such abomination into your house. Deut 7:26. 

9. Graven images, idols and other pagan things to be burned with fire and the material it is made out of is not to be 
salvaged. Exod. 32:20; Deut 7:25; 2 Kings 23:4, 6, 11 -15. 
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10. It is vanity and foolish to make and worship idols or graven images. Psa. 115:4-8; Isa. 2:20; Isa. 42:17; Isa. 44:9, 
17-19; Jer 10: 14-15; Jer 11 : 12-14; Jer. 16:20; Rom. 1 :21 -25. 

11. We are not to acknowledge the gods of heathen people by making mention of their name or by swearing by them. 
Exod. 23: 13; Josh. 23:7. 

12. Death penalty to be given to idolaters. Exod. 22:20; Deut. 17:2-5. 

13. Those who make graven images are cursed. Deut. 27:15. 

14. Do not set up idols in our heart for it will cause you to stumble into iniquity. Ezek. 14:3, 4, 7. 

15. National punishment, captivity, curses and destruction idolatry or worshipping false gods in the land. Exod. 22:20; 
Deut. 4:25-27; Deut 8: 19-20; Deut 11 : 16-17; Deut 18:20; Deut. 29:23-27; Jer. 44:3-6; 1 Chron. 5:25-26. 

2 E-Love of God 

1. You shall love the LORD thy God with all thine heart, and with all thy soul, and with all thy might. Deut 6:5; 

Deut. 10:12; Deut. 11 :1 , 13, 22; Deut. 30:6, 16, 20; Josh. 22:5; Matt. 22:37-38; Mark 12:30; Luke 10:26-28. 

2. God is faithful to those that love Him, and keeps His covenant and mercy with them (God acknowledges those 

who love Him). Deut. 7:9; 1 Cor. 8:3. 

3. God loves them that love Him. Prov. 8:17. 

4. This is the love of God, that we keep His commandments. 1 John 5 : 3 ; 2 John 1:6. 

5. He that loves father or mother, son or daughter more than Christ is not worthy of Christ. Matt. 10:37. 

6. A love of worldly things is proof of not having a love of God. 1 John 2: 15-17. 

7. All things work together for good to them who love God. Rom. 8:28. 

8. Heed the ways of the LORD your God, for He will test you as to whether or not you love the LORD your God 

with all your heart and with all your soul. Deut 13:3; Judges 2:22. 

9. We are to have a love of Christ (he who does not let him be accursed). John 21 :15-17; 1 Cor. 16:22; Eph. 

6:24. 

10. In order to love Christ one must obey His commandments. John 14:15, 21 -24; 1 John 2:5. 

11. We are not to allow anything to separate us from the love of God which is in Jesus Christ -not tribulation, or 
distress, or persecution, or famine, or nakedness, or peril, or sword, or principalities or powers. Rom. 8:35-39. 

12. Keep yourselves in the love of God. looking for the mercy of our LORD, Jesus Christ unto eternal life. 

Jude 1:21.. 

2F- Laws & Commandments of God Isee also 4A1 

I .We are required to always keep all of God's Law, His charge, His statutes, His commandments, and His judgments. 
Exod. 15:26; Lev. 18:4-5, 26, 30; Lev. 19:37; Lev. 20:22; Deut. 4:14, 40; Deut. 6:^7, 25; Deut. 7:11 ; Deut. 

8:1 , 6, 11 ; Deut. 11 :1 ,8, 32; Deut 13:4; Deut 26:16; Deut. 29:9; Deut. 30:10, 16; Josh. 22:5; 1 Kings 8:58, 

61 ; Ezek. 20:19. 

2. This is God's commandment: that we should believe on the name of His Son Jesus Christ and love one another. 

1 John 3:23. 

3. God loves only those who keep His commandments. John 14:23. 

4. Following the Commandments of God is righteous. Luke 1 :6. 

5. We must obey Christ and his commandments. John 15:14; 2 Cor. 10:5. 

6. You shall walk in all the ways of the LORD your God. Deut. 5:33; Deut. 10: 12; Deut 11 :22; Deut. 13:4; 

Deut. 26:17; Deut. 30:16; Josh. 22:5; Psa. 119:1,3; Psa. 128:1. 

7. The book of the law shall not depart out of your mouth, but you shall meditate on it day and night. Josh. 1 :8; 

Psa. 1:2. 

8. We are to keep God's law continually for ever and ever. Psa. 119:44. 

9. Adhere to God's will, for He will try and prove you to see whether or not you will walk in His law and keep His 
commandments. Exod. 16:4; Deut. 8:2; Judges 2:22; Judges 3:1,4; Job 7:18; Psa. 26:2; Jer. 6:27; Jer. 17:10. 

10. Whoever shall break one of the least of these commandments (of God), and so teaches others, shall be called least 
in the kingdom of God; but whoever keeps and teaches them, he shall be called great in the kingdom of heaven. 
Matt 5:19. 

II . Walk orderly and keep the law. Acts 21 :24. 

12. We know God by keeping his commandments. Thus he that claims to know God but does not keep His 
commandments is a liar. 1 John 2:4-5. 

13. The law and word of God is absolute and perpetual. Isa. 40:8; Mai. 3:6; Matt 5: 18; Luke 16: 17; 1 Pet. 1 :25. 

14. Sin is the transgression of the law. 1 John 3:4. 

15. The wages of sin is death. Rom. 6:23. 
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16. Where there is no law, there is no transgression. Rom. 4:15; Rom. 5:13. 

17. The law gives knowledge of sin. Rom. 3:20; Rom. 7:7. 

18. Obedience to the commandments of God are of prime importance in our lives. Eccl 12:13; 1 Cor 7:19. 

19. The law of God will bring blessings if obeyed. Lev. 26:3-12; Deut. 7: 12-24; Deut. 11 : 13-15, 26-27; Deut. 
28:1-14; Deut. 30:1 , 15, 19-20; Josh. 1 :7-8; Isa. 1 :19; Luke 11 :28. 

20. The Law of God will bring curses and punishment if disobeyed. Exod. 15:26; Lev. 26: 14-45; Deut. 8: 19-20; 

Deut. 11:16-17, 26-28' Deut. 28: 15-68; Deut. 30: 1,15,19; 1 Kings 17:1-14; Isa. 1 :20; Isa. 42:24-25; Jer. 

5:24-25; Hos. 4:6-7. 

21 . Blessings to be brought back to a people who return to obeying God's laws. Deut. 30: 1 -10; 2 Chron. 7: 14. 

22. Those who forsake the law praise the wicked, but those who keep the law strive with them. Prov. 28:4. 

23. The law is not made for a righteous man, but for the lawless and disobedient, the ungodly, for sinners, for the 
unholy and profane, for murders, whoremongers, homosexuals, kidnappers, liars, perjurers, and whatever else is 
contrary to sound doctrine. Gal. 3:19; 1 Tim. 1 :9-10. 

24. If you wish to enter into life, keep the commandments. Matt. 19:17; Rev. 22:14. 

25. If you keep the commandments, you shall abide in Christ's love. John 15:10. 

26. Blessed is the man who delights greatly in God's commandments. Psa. 112:1; Psa. 119:92. 

27. The law has dominion over us as long as we live. Rom. 7:1. 

28. You shall not add to the word which God commanded nor take away from it. Deut. 4:2; Deut 12:32; Josh. 1 :7; 
Prov 30:6; Rev. 22: 18-19. 

29. You are not to deviate from the law to the right or to the left. Deut. 5:32; Josh. 1:7; Josh. 23:6; 2 Chron 34:2. 

30. Man cannot render perfect obedience to the law (all have sinned). 1 Kings 8:46; 2 Chron. 6:36; Eccl 7:20; 

Rom. 3: 10; Rom. 3:23; James 2:10-11 . 

31 . We are exhorted to study the law and scriptures. John 5:39; Acts 17:11; 2 Tim. 2: 15. 

2G - Heathen Practices 

1 . We are not to learn or follow the ways, customs or abominations of the heathen or of any ungodly nation. Lev. 
18:3, 26-30; Lev. 20:23; Deut. 12:29-31; Deut. 18:9-12; 2 Kings 21 :l-7; 2 Chron. 36: 14; Jer 10:2. 

2. We are commanded not to worship, serve or sacrifice to the gods of the heathen. ' Exod. 23:24; Lev. 17:7; 

Deut. 6:14; Deut. 7:16; Deut. 11 :16; Deut. 32:16-17; Ezek. 20:30-32. 

3. Witchcraft, wizardry, and sorcery condemned and forbidden to be practice. Exod. 22:18; Lev. 19:31 ; Lev. 20:6, 
27; Deut. 18: 10-11 ; 1 Sam. 15:23; 2 Chron. 33:6; Isa. 47:9; Isa. 57:3; Mic. 5: 12; Mai. 3:5; Acts 13:6-11; 

Gal. 5:20; Rev. 21 :8; 22:15. 

4. Divination, soothsaying, and the use of mediums, spiritists and occultists are forbidden practices. Lev. 19:26, 31; 

Lev. 20:6; 27; Deut. 18:10-11 ; 2 Chron. 33:6; Isa. 47:9-15; Ezek. 12:24; Mic. 5:12. 

5. We are not to listen to diviners, enchanters, mediums or sorcerers. Isa. 8: 19; Jer. 27:9-10; Jer 29:8. 

6. Do not covenant with the heathen or their gods, or keep company with heathen and idolaters. Exod. 23:32-33; 
Exod. 34: 12, 15; Deut. 7:2; Psa. 26:5; 1 Cor. 5:11 . 

7. God desires the elimination of divination from the nation. Ezek. 12:23-24. 

8. Divination and enchantments provoke God to anger. 2 Kings 17:17. 

9. People are led astray and afflicted when guided by diviners instead of pastors. Zech. 10:2. 

10. We are not to sacrifice children to false gods or according to heathen practices. Lev. 18:21 ; Lev. 20:2-5; Deut. 
12:31; Deut. 18:9-10; 2 Kings 16:3; Jer. 7:31 ; Jer. 19:5; Ezek. 20:31. 

2H - Obedience and Submission (see also 2P) 

1 . You shall obey the voice of the LORD your God. Exod. 15:26; Deut. 13:4; Deut. 27:10; Deut. 30:2, 10, 20; 
Josh. 24:24; 1 Sam. 12: 14; Jer. 7:23; Jer 26: 13. 

2. Submit yourselves to God. James 4:7. 

3. Disobedience to God causes national captivity by heathen or enemy nations. Judges 3:7-8; Judges 6:i -2; Judges 
10:6-7; Judges 13:1 ; Neh. 9:26. 

4. Obedience to God required by walking in His ways and by keeping His commandments. Deut. 10:12-13; Deut: 

14:8; Deut. 28:1 ; Josh. 22:5; 1 Sam. 12:14; 1 Kings 2.:3; Eph. 5:1 . 

5. We are to be obedient to the faith. Acts 6:7; Rom. 1:5. 

6. Blessed are those who hear the word of God and keep it. Luke 11 :28. 

7. Circumcise the foreskin of your heart, and be stiff-necked no longer. Deut. 10:16; Jer. 4:4. 

8. We ought to obey God rather than men. Acts 5:29. 

9. To him who knows to do good and does not do it, to him it is sin. James 4:17. 
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10. As servants of God you are to obey God. Rom. 6: 16. 

11 . To be obedient to God we are to be doers of His word and not hearers only. James 1 :22-25. 

12. It is not sufficient to call on the name of Christ, but to do the things which He says. Luke 6:46. 

21 - Backsliding 

1. We should pray for help in turning to God from backsliding ways. Psa. 80:3; Psa. 85:4; Jer. 31 :18; Lam. 5:21; 

Acts 3:26. 

2. Warning not to cause or tempt others to backslide. Prov. 28:10; 

Matt. 18:6. 

3. We are commanded to turn from evil ways and to keep God's laws and statutes. Deut. 30:9-10; 1 Sam. 7:3; 

2 Kings 17:13; 

Isa. 31:6; Jer. 18:11; Hos. 14:1-4. 

4. Warnings of the iniquity of turning from God. Exod. 32:8; 1 Sam. 15:11 ; Psa. 85:8; Jer. 8:5; Jer. 14:7; Hosea 

11:7; Hosea 4:16; Luke 9:62; Neh. 9:26. 

5. If a backsliding people shall humble themselves, and pray, and seek God's face, and turn from their wicked ways; 

then God will hear from, heaven, and will forgive their sin, and will heal their land. 2 Chron. 7:14. 

6. God is angered at those who turn their heart from Him. 1 Kings 11 :9; Psa. 78:57, 59: Psa. 101 :3. 

7. When a righteous man turns away from his righteousness and commits iniquity, and does according to all the 

abominations that the wicked do, all the righteousness which he has done shall not be remembered. Ezek 18:24. 

8. Backsliders are exhorted to turn again back to God. 2 Chron 30:6; Isa. 31:6; Jer 3:12-14, 22; Hos.B:l; 

1 Thes. 1 :9. 

9. Backsliding from God's ways causes punishment and the loss of His protection. Num. 14:43; Prov. 14: 14; 

Isa. 59:2, 14-15; Jer. 2:19; Jer. 5:6; Jer. 15:6. 

10. If a people sincerely return back to God from their backsliding ways, God will bring them back from captivity, and 
have compassion on them. Deut. 30: 1-4. 

11 . If any will forsake the LORD and their heart turns away from Him, then His anger shall be aroused against them, 
and many evils and troubles shall befall them. Deut. 30:17-18, Josh. 24:20; Judges 2:12-14: Judges 10:6-7; 

12. We should endeavor to bring back those guilty of back-sliding. Gal. 6:1 ; James 5:16. 

2J - Serving and Worshipping God 

1. We are commanded to serve God and to hold fast to Him. Deut. 6: 13; Deut. 10:20; Deut.. 13:4; Luke 1 :74; 

Rom. 1 :9. 

2. You are to serve the LORD your God with all your heart and with all your soul. Deut. 10:12; Deut. 11 :13; 

Josh. 22:5; 1 Sam. 12:24; Psa. 119:69; Eph. 6:5-6. 

3. We are exhorted to worship and serve only God. Exod. 34:14; Deut. 5:7-9; 1 Sam. 12: 14; 2 Kings 17:36; 

1 Chron. 16:29; Psa. 95:6; Psa. 96:9; Psa. 99:5; Matt. 4:10; Luke 4:8; John 4:23-24; Rev. 14:7; Rev 19:10; 

Rev. 22:9. 

4. No true Christian lives or dies for himself, but lives or dies for Christ. Rom. 14:7-8. 

5. A faithful servant of Christ is to occupy his Kingdom. Luke 19:13. 

6. As servants of Christ you are His freemen and thus are not to be servants of men. 1 Cor. 7:22-23. 

7. True worship and service to God requires not formalism or excessive piety but to do justly, to love mercy, and to 
walk humbly with God. Hos. 6:6; Mic. 6:6-8. 

8. You shall not worship the LORD your God in the manner that the heathen nations serve their gods. Deut. 12:30-31. 

9. A good and faithful servant of God is one that is faithful and productive with the abilities and resources God has 
given him. Matt. 25:14-30; Like 19:12-25. 

10. No man can serve two masters; You cannot serve God and wealth. Matt. 6:24; Luke 16:13. 

11. True worshipers are to worship the Father in spirit and in truth. John 4:23-24. 

12. By serving Christ you will receive from Him the reward of the inheritance. Col. 3:24. 

13. Blessed are those servants whom Christ shall find on the alert and doing according to his will. Luke 12:35-48. 

14. You shall worship the LORD your God, and Him only you shall serve. Luke 4:8. 

15. No man, having put his hand to the plow (to follow and serve God), and then looking back, is fit for the kingdom 
of God. Luke 9:61 -62. 

16. Serve God with a perfect heart. 1 Chron. 28:9. 

17. Serve God in sincerity and truth. Josh. 24:14. 

18. Serve the LORD with gladness. Psa. 100:1 . 

19. Serve the LORD with fear. Psa. 2:11 . 
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20. We are not to worship angels. Judges 13:15; Col. 2:18; Rev. 22:8-9. 

2K - Blasphemy 

I . You are not to take the name of God in vain. Exod. 20:7; Deut. 5:11. 

2. Cursing or blasphemy against God forbidden. Col. 3:8; Lev. 18:21;Lev. 19:12; Lev. 24:15-16; Psa. 109:17-18. 

3. We should give no occasion for blasphemy to occur. 2 Sam. 12:14; 1 Tim. 6:1. 

4. Blasphemy against the Holy Spirit never to be forgiven. Matt. 12: 31-32; Mark 3:29; Luke 12:10. 

5. Whoever blasphemes the name of the LORD shall surely be put to death. Lev. 24:16, 23; 11 Kings 21:10, 13. 

6. Pray to keep yourself from profaning God's name. Prov. 30:9. 

7. One blasphemes the name of God by breaking the law which he preaches others to keep. Rom. 2:21 -24. 

8. The nation suffers from swearing. Jer. 23: 10; Hos. 4:2-3. 

9. It is a foolish people who blaspheme God's name. Psa. 74:18. 

2L- Confession and Repentance of Sins 

1. Repentance commanded to all by God. Ezek. 14:6; Ezek. 18:30, 32; Matt. 3:2; Mark 6:12; Acts 17:30. 

2. Repentance commanded by Christ. Matt. 4:17; Matt. 9:13; Mark 1:15; Luke 13:3,5; Rev. 2:5,16; Rev. 3:3 

3. God requires confessing of sins to Him (not to men). Lev. 5:5-6; Hosea 5:15. 

4. Confession of sins is regarded by God through deliverance. 1 Sam. 12:10-11; Job. 33:27-29. 

5. Confession and repentance necessary to pardon sin and for God to release us from His chastisements and 

punishments. 1 Kings 8:35-39; Acts 2:38; Acts 3:19; Acts 8:22; Rev. 3:19. 

6. We are exhorted to acknowledge our transgressions and iniquity and confess them to God. Josh. 7:19; 

Psa. 32:5; Psa. 51:3; Jer. 3:13; 1 John 1:9. 

7. True repentance is evidenced by one's fruits. Dan. 4:27; Matt. 3:8; Acts 26:20. 

8. He who covers his sins will not prosper, but whoever confesses and forsakes them will have mercy. Psa. 32:5; 

Prov. 28:13. 

9. The word of God to be read to aid in repentance. Jer. 36:6-7 

10. Confession and supplication to God required before God will release a nation from enemy infliction of captivity. 

1 Kings 8:33-34; Neh. 1 :3-7. 

II . in prayer make repentance to God that He may blot out your transgressions. Psa. 51:1. 

12. Confessing of iniquities and turning from them required before God will give mercy and restore His blessings to 

a people. Lev. 26:40-42; 2 Chron. 7:13-14; Isa. 55:7; Ezch. 18:21, 27-28. 

13. We should repent of any uncleanness, fornication, and lasciviousness committed. 2 Cor. 12:21 . 

14. Unless you repent you will perish. Exek 33:14; Luke 13:1-5. 

2M - Glorifying & Praising God (see also 20) 

1. We are to give glory and praise unto God. 1 Chron. 16:28-29; Psa. 22:23; Psa. 86:9; Isa. 42:12; Isa.. 43:21; Matt. 
15:31; Acts 4:21; Acts 11:18; Rev. 5:13; Rev. 14:7. 

2. We should glorify God in body and spirit. 1 Cor. 6:20. 

3. Whether you eat or drink, or whatever you do, do all to the glory of God. 1 Cor 10:31 . 

4. Let no one glory or boast in men. 1 Cor 3:21 ; 1 Thes. 2:6. 

5. Praise should be offered to God continually. Psa. 34:1 ; Psa. 35:28; Psa. 44:8; Psa. 45:17; Psa. 71 :8. 

6. We are to give to God the glory and praise due to his name (the LORDS name is to be praised). Psa. 29:2; 

Psa. 96:8 Psa. 113:1, 3; Psa. 135: 1 ; Psa. 145: 1 -3. 

7. Exalt the LORD our God. Psa. 99:5,9; Psa. 118:28; Isa. 25:1-3. 

8. Praise and exalt the name of God with song. Exod. 15:2; Psa. 9:11 ; Psa. 27:6; Psa. 30:4; Psa. 40:3; Psa. 47:6; 

Psa. 66:4; Psa. 68:4,32; Psa. 69:30; Psa. 101:1; Psa. 135:3; Isa. 12:4-5; Isa. 42:10; Jer. 31 :7. 

9. Punishment for not giving glory unto the name of God. Dan. 5:23; Mai. 2:2; Acts 12:23; Rom. 1:21 . 

10. Praise God for healing received. Acts 3:6-8. 

11 . Glorify God to others by your good works which they may observe. 1 Pet. 2:12. 

12. He who glories, let him glory in the LORD. Jer. 9:24; 1 Cor. 1 :31 ; 2 Cor. 10: 17. 

13. Praise and extol the LORD in the congregation of the people and among the multitude. Psa. 107:32; Psa. 111:1; 
Psa. 109:30; Psa. 149:1 . 

2N - Prayer 

1. Prayer to God commanded. Isa. 55:6; Matt. 7:7; Philip. 4:6. 

2. To be close to God we must call on God. Psa. 145:18. 

3. Prayer to be continuous (without ceasing). Acts 12:5; Col. 4:2; 1 Thes. 5:17; 2 Tim. 1 :3. 

4. Prayer brings to us the things we need. Deut. 4:7; Psa. 99:6; Psa. 118:5; Zech. 10:1; Matt 6:6; John 14:13-4. 
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5. Pray for God to lead us in His righteousness. Psa. 5:8. 

6. Public prayer and worship acceptable. 2 Chron. 7: 14; Neh. 8:5-6; Neh. 9:3; Psa. 42:4; Psa. 95:6; Isa. 56:7; Zech. 
8:21; Matt 18: 19; Luke 1 : 10; Heb. 10:25. 

7. Whatsoever you shall ask the Father in Christ's name, He will give it to you . John 14 : 13- 14; John 16:23-24 . 

8. Do not be theatrical or show when you pray, for it is better to make your prayer in secret. Matt. 6:5-6: Luke 20:47 

9. Your requests and needs are to be made known to God by prayer and supplication. Phil. 4:6. 

10. We are not to have vain repetitions in prayer. Matt. 6:7. 

11. Prayers not answered to those who ask with wrong motives so as to satisfy personal pleasures. James 4:3. 

12. Prayers of intercession to be made in behalf f others. Exod. 32:31 -32; Exod. 34:8-9; 2 Chron. 30: 18-20; Luke 
22:31 -32; Acts 12:5; Eph. 1 : 15-16; 2 Tim. 1 :3. 

13. All things which you ask in prayer, believing, you shall receive. Matt. 7:7-11; Matt. 21:22; Mark 11:24; Luke 
11:9-13. 

14. God will not hear the prayers of a wicked people. Isa. 1:15. 

15. Prayer regarded as an abomination and rejected by God from those who hear not the law. Prov. 28:9; Zech. 
7:11-13. 

16. Be not hasty to utter anything before God, therefore it is better that your words be few. Eccl. 5:2. 

17. The manner of prayer commanded by Christ (The Lord's Prayer). Matt 6:9-15; Luke 11 :2-4. 

18. Prayer to be without wrath and doubting. 1 Tim. 2:8. 

19. Pray to be restored from backsliding. Psa. 80:3; Psa. 85:4; Lam. 5:21 . 

20. Prayer required for forgiveness of iniquities. 2 Sam. 24:10; 2 Chron. 7:14; Psa. 25:11 ; Psa. 51 :l-4; Jer. 14:7. 

20 - Gratitude and Thanks (see also 2M) 

1 . We are required to give thanks to God. Psa. 50: 14; Psa. 97: 12; Psa. 100:4; Psa. 106:1; Psa. 105:1; Psa. 136:1-4; 
Col. 3:15; Col. 4:2. 

2. With thanksgiving let your requests be made known to God. Phil. 4:6. 

3. It is a good thing to give thanks to God. Psa. 92:1. 

4. Offer thanks to Christ for guiding your life. 1 Tim 1:12. 

5. When we give thanks to God for what He has done in our lives, it demonstrates our faith in Him. Luke 17:12-19. 

6. Give thanks to God for His indescribable gift. 2 Cor. 9:15. 

7. Give thanks through Christ and in His name. Rom. 1 :8-9; Rom. 7:25; Eph. 5:20; Col. 3:17; Heb. 13:15. 

8. Give thanks in public worship and addresses. 1 Chron. 16:4,7-8; 1 Chron. 23:30; 2 Chron. 31 :2; Psa. 35:18. 

9. Give thanks always for all things to God. Psa. 30:12; Psa. 100:4; Eph. 1 :16; Eph. 5:20; 1 Thes. 1 :2; 1 Thes. 
5:18; 2 Thes. 1 :3; 2 Thes. 2: 13. 

10. Give thanks upon the completion of great undertakings. Neh. 12:31,40. 

11. Sing songs in thanks to God for ail His goodness and the wonderful works He has done. 1 Chron. 16:7, 9, 23; 

2 Chron. 5:13; Ezra 3:11; Psa. 92:1; Psa. 105:1-2'Psa. 107:1,8,15,21,31; Psa. 147:7. 

12. Give thanks before taking food. Matt. 26:27; Mark 14:23; John 6: 11; Acts 27:35. 

13. Give thanks for victory over death and the grave. 1 Car. 15:57. 

14. Give thanks for wisdom and might. Dan. 2:23. 

15. Give thanks for the grace and blessings bestowed on others. 1 Cor. 1:3-5; Eph. 1:15-16; Phil. 1 :3-5; Col. 1 :3-6. 

16. Give thanks for supplying our bodily needs and other necessities. Deut. 8:10; Rom. 14:6-7; 1 Tim. 4:3-4. 

17. Give thanks for nearness of God’s presence. Psa. 75:1 . 

2P - Judgment and Punishment (see also 2H) 

1 . God judges, rewards and punishes every man according to his works and deeds. Isa. 59: 18; Jer. 21 :14; 

Jer. 32:19; Ezek 18:30; Matt. 16:27; Rom. 2:5-10; 1 Cor 3:13-15; 2 Cor. 5:10; 1 Pet 1:17; Rev. 2:23; Rev. 
20:13; Rev. 22:12. 

2. Punishment is the fruit and reward for iniquity and wicked ways (you shall reap that which you sow). Job 4:8; 

Psa. 91 :8; Prov. 22:8; Eccl. 10:8-9; Isa. 3:11; Jer 16:18; Rom. 6:23; Gal. 6:7-8; Heb. 2:2. 

3. God punishes wickedness. Lev. 26:18; Isa. 13:11 . 

4. All who have sinned under the law will be judged by the law; but doers of the law shall be justified. Rom. 2:12- 
13. 

5. God chastises and punishes only His sons who He loves, for if you receive not chastisement, then are you bastards 

and not sons. Psa. 89:30-32; Prov. 3:11 -12; Heb. 12:8. 

6. All must appear before the judgment seat of Christ, that each one must receive the things done in the body, 
according to what he has done, whether good or bad. 2 Cor. 5:10. 
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7. Be cautious if you walk in the ways of your heart, and in the sight of your eyes, for all these things God will bring 
you into judgment. Eccl. 11 :9. 

8: The LORD tests the righteous, but the wicked His soul hates; upon them He will rain coals, fire and brimstone and 
a burning wind. Psa. 11:5-6. 

9. Coursed be he that does not heed to all the words of the law. Deut. 27:26; Jer: 11 :3-4. 

10. Mercy triumphs over judgment. James 2: 13. 

11. Every one shall give account of himself to God. Rom. 14:12. 

12. Every idle word that men shall speak, they shall give account for it in the day of judgment. For by your words you 
shall be justified, and by your words you shall be condemned. Matt. 12:36-37. 

13. Each one's work will become manifest and revealed by fire, and the fire will test each one's work, as to what sort it 
is. lCor3:13. 

14. Each one's faith will be tried with fire. 1 Pet. 1 :7. 

15. God executes judgment here on the earth. Deut. 10:18. 

16. Rewards and punishments commence in this life. Psa. 18:20; Prov. 11 :31 . 

17. Every man shall receive his own reward according to his own labor. 1 Cor. 3:8; Col. 3:23-25. 

18. Punishment is given by disease and pestilence. Exod 15:26; Deut. 28:21,35. 2 Chron. 26:16-21. 

3A - Duty Towards Brethren 

I . To restore the erring. Gal. 6:1; James 5:19-20. 

2. To help bear the burdens of one another. Rom. 15:1; Gal.6:2. 

3. To help those that are weak in faith. Rom. 14:1; 1 Thes.5:12. 

4. To pray for brethren. Job 42:8-10; 2 Cor 1:11; 1 Thes. 5:25; 2 Thes. 3:1. 

5. That which we do for our brethren we do for Christ. Matt. 25:35-45. 

6. Comfort each other and edify one another. 1 Thes. 5:11 . 

7. He is considered great who is servant to his brethren. Matt. 20:26-28; Matt. 23:11; Mark 10:43-44; Luke 22:26. 

8. It is not good to do anything which cause your brother to stumble, or become offended, or be made weak. Rom. 

14:1321; 1 Cor. 8:11-13. 

9. We ought to lay down our lives for the brethren whom God laid down his life for. 1 John 3:16. 

10. Do unto others as you would want others to treat you. Matt. 7:12; Luke 6:31. 

II . Endure all things for the sake of the elect. 2 Tim. 2:10. 

3B - Forgiveness (See also 3L) 

1. You are to forgive the trespasses of your brethren. Gen. 50:17; Matt. 6:12; Matt. 18:21-22,35; Luke 11 :4. 

2. Forgive those you have a quarrel against as Christ forgives us. Eph. 4:32; Col. 3: 13. 

3. If your brother trespass against you, rebuke him; and if he repent, forgive him. Luke 17:3. 

4. If your brother trespass against you seven times in a day, and seven times in a day turn again to you; saying, 1 

repent; you shall forgive him. Luke 17:4. 

5. If any has caused sorrow, forgive and comfort him lest he be overwhelmed by the sorrow. 2 Cor. 2:5-7. 

6. If you do not forgive others God will not forgive your trespasses. Matt 6: 14-15; Matt 18:29-35; Mark 11:25-26. 

7. Whenever you stand praying, forgive, if you have anything against anyone. Mark 11 :25. 

3C - Love (See also 3K. 12F. 15A1 

1. You shall love your neighbor as yourself. Lev. 19:18; Matt. 19:19; Matt. 22:39; Mark 12:31; Luke 10:27-28; 

Rom. 13:9; Gal. 5:14; James 2:8. 

2. Christians commanded to love one another as Christ has loved you. John 13:34-35; John 15:12-14, 17; Rom. 

12:10; 1 Thes. 4:9; Heb. 13:1 ; 1 Pet 1 :22; 1 Pet. 2:17; 1 Pet. 3: 1 John 2:9. 1 John 9:11 ; 1 John 4:7, 11 ; 

2 John 1:5. 

3. Let us not love in word or in tongue, but in deed and in truth. 1 John 3:18. 

4. We should walk in and pursue love. 1 Cor. 14:1 ; Eph. 5:2. 

5. He that does not love his brother does not love God, for he that loves God loves his brother also. 1 John 4:20-21; 

5:1-3. 

6. Through love serve one another. Gal. 5:13. 

7. He that loves not his brother abides in death and walks in darkness. 1 John 2:9-11; 1 John 3:14-15. 

8. Let all that you do be done with love. 1 Cor. 16:14. 

9. Love works no evil, and thus is the fulfilling of the law. Rom. 13:8,10; James 2:8. 

10. Let love be without hypocrisy. Rom. 12:9. 

11. We are to fervently love one another with a pure heart. 1 Pet. 1:22. 
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12. Love should be promoted and maintained. Heb. 13:1. 

13. We should be tolerant and forbearing towards one another in order to show our love. Eph. 4:2; Eph. 6:9; 

Col. 3:13. 

14. The fruit of the Spirit is love, joy, peace, patience, gentleness, goodness, faith. Gal. 5:22. 

15. Love covers a multitude of sins. Prov. 10:12; 1 Pet. 4:8. 

16. Open rebuke is better than love carefully concealed. Prov. 27:5. 

3D - Honesty and Sincerity (see also 3E) 

1. Honesty is to be provided to everyone and in all things in life you do. Rom. 12:1 ?; 2 Cor. 8:21 ; 2 Cor 13:7; 

1 Tim. 2:2; Heb. 13:18 

2. We should think on honest things. Phil. 4:8. 

3. Respect what is right and honest in the sight of all men. Rom. 12:17. 

4. We are to walk honestly. Rom. 13:13; 1 Thes. 4:12. 

5. Sincerity characterizes our love to Christ. Eph. 6:24. 

6. A godly sincerity should characterize our whole conduct. 2 Cor. 1:12. 

7. He who is near to God speaks the truth in his heart. Psa. 15:1-2. 

8. Dishonest gain condemned. Ezek 22:13,27. 

9. The preaching of the gospel to be with sincerity. 2 Cor. 2:17; 1 Phil. 1:16; Thes. 2:3-5. 

10. Christians exhorted to be sincere. 1 Cor. 5:8. 

11. Those with an honest and good heart hear and keep the word of God and brinq forth fruitful work. Luke 8:15. 

12. We should pray on behalf of others that they may be sincere. Phil. 1:9-10. 

3E- Lying (see also 3D, 3J1 

1. You shall not lie to one another. Lev. 19:11; Zeph. 13:13; Eph. 4:24; Col. 3:9. 

2. Lying is iniquity and an abomination to God. Prov. 6:16-17,19; Prov. 12:22; Isa. 59:2-4. 

3. We should pray to be delivered from lying lips that speak contemptuously against the righteous. Psa. 31:18; 

Psa. 120:2. 

4. The righteous should hate and avoid lying. Psa. 13:5; Psa. 119:163; Prov. 13:5; Isa. 63:8; Zeph. 3:13. 

5. Acquiring treasures by lying is the fleeting fantasy of those who seek death. Prov 21 :6. 

6. Should not respect or keep company with those that lie. Psa. 40:4; Psa. 101:7. 

7. it is better to be a poor man than a liar. Prov. 19:22. 

8. Lying is a sign of apostasy. 2 Thes. 2:9; 1 Tim. 4:1 -2. 

9. A lie lasts for but a moment, but truth shall be established forever . Prov. 12 : 19 . 

10. Lying is an inherent attribute of the wicked. Psa. 58:3. 

11. Punishment and judgment for lying. Psa. 5:6; Psa. 63:11; Psa. 120:3-4; Prov. 19:5, 9; Jer. 50:36; Rev. 21 :8. 

3F - Hatred and Malice (see also 31,12E, 17A) 

1 . Thou shall not hate your brethren in your heart. Lev. 19: 17; Col. 3:8; 1 John 3:15. 

2. Wrath is a work of the flesh. Gal. 5:20. 

3. It is wicked to have hatred cloaked by deceit. Prov. 10:18; Prov 26:24-26. 

4. Hatred stirs up strife. Prov. 10:12; Prov 15: 18. 

5. Hatred is inconsistent with the ways of God. 1 John 2:9, 11 ; 1 John 4:20. 

6. Blessed are you, when men shall hate you, and ostracized you, insult you, and spurn your name as evil, for the 
sake of Christ. Luke 6:22. 

7. Let none of you think evil in your heart against your neighbor. Zech. 8:17. 

8. Whosoever is angry with his brother without cause shall be in danger of judgment. Matt 5:22. 

9. Show no malice nor desire ill will towards your brethren. Job. 31:29-30; Psa. 35:12-14; 1 Cor. 14:20; Col. 3:8. 

10. Christian growth requires that you set aside all malice and guile. 1 Pet. 2:1. 

11. Malice works as leaven and is incompatible with sincerity and truth. 1 Cor. 5:8. 

12. There is a time to hate. Eccl. 3:8. 

13. Christian liberty is not to be made a cloak for maliciousness. 1 Pet. 2:16. 

14. We should hate those that hate God. Psa. 139:21-22. 

15. A servant of God is to be gentle to all men. 1 Thes. 2:7; 2 Tim. 2:24; Titus 3:2; James 3:17. 

3G - Fellowship 

1. Christians to be in fellowship with one another. Cor 8:4; Gal 2:9; 1 John 1 :3-7. 

2. We should have fellowship in the gospel. Phil. 1 :5, 27. 

3. We should serve one another. Gal. 5:13. 
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4. We are not to consent with sinners and evildoers, or walk with them, or sit down with them. Psa. 26:5; 

Prov. 1 :10-15. 

5. Do not be unequally yoked together with unbelievers; for what fellowship has righteousness with 

unrighteousness? And what communion has light with darkness. 2 Cor 6:14-17. 

6. Where two or three are gathered in Christ's name, He is there in the midst of them. Matt 18:20. 

7. We are not to have fellowship with unfruitful works of darkness. Eph. 5:11; Phil. 9:2; 

8. Bad company corrupts good habits and morals. 1 Cor. 15:33. 

9. Christians are to work together each using their specific talents, abilities and ministries as one body, working 
towards God's will and His kingdom -For we are God's fellow workers. 1 Cor. 3:5-11; 1 Cor. 12:4-31; Eph. 
4:11-16. 

10. We are to be like-minded with one another according to Christ JESUS, that we may with one mind glorify 
God. Rom. 15:5-6. 

11 . If any come to you who do not have the doctrine of Christ, do not receive him into your house nor greet him. 

2 John 1:9-10. 

12. Blessed is the man who walks not in the counsel of the ungodly. Psa. 1:1. 

13. It is good and pleasant for brethren to dwell together in unity. Psa. 133:1. 

14. With unity and fellowship comes strength, advantages, and benefits. Eccl. 4:9-12; Rom. 12:4-8; ICor. 12:4-31. 

15. Do not keep company with fornicators, extortioners, the covetous, idolaters, slanderers, revilers, drunkards or the 
wicked, or brethren who walk contrary to God. 1 Cor. 5:9-13; 1 Cor. 10: 19-20; 2 Thes. 3:6, 14; 2 Tim. 3:2-5. 

16. If we walk in the light as Christ is in the light, we have fellowship with one another. 1 John 1 :7. 

17. Do not associate with a man given to anger, or go with a hot-tempered man, lest you learn his ways. Prov. 
22:24-25. 

18. Unity exhorted by being like-minded one toward another according to Jesus Christ. Rom. 12:16; Rom. 15:6; 

1 Cor. 1:10; 2 Cor. 13:11 ; Eph. 4:3, 13; Phil. 1 :27; Phil. 2:2; 1 Pet. 3:8. 

3H - Flattery (See also 12 B) 

1 . Flatter is not godly and is not to be used. Job. 32:21 -22; Psa. 5:9; Psa. 12:2-3. 

2. Do not associate with those that use flattery. Prov. 7:21 -27. 

3. Speak not with flattering words so as to please men but rather please God who tries our heart. 1 Thes. 2:4-5. 

4. Flattery is a corrupting influence. Prov. 7:21 -27; Dan. 11 :21,32. 

5. Beware of those who speak many words, flattering people to gain advantage. Jude 1 :16. 

6. Punishment for flattery. Job 17:5; Psa. 12:3. 

7. Flattery is a snare to those that use it. Prov. 29:5. 

8. A flattering mouth brings ruin. Prov. 26:28. 

31 - Disputes, Adversaries and Strife (see also 3F, 17A) 

1 . Rejoice not at the misfortunes of your adversaries. Job 31:28-29; Prov. 24: 17. 

2. We are to love our personal adversaries. Matt. 5:44; Luke 6:35. 

3. Pray for and forgive those that hate and persecute you. Matt. 5:44; Luke 23:34; Acts i:60. 

4. Do not desire the death of your adversaries. 1 Kings 3:11 

5. We are not to curse adversaries. Job 31 :30. 

6. Do not hastily strive with your neighbor, but discuss your cause with him. Prov. 25:8-10. 

7. Do not strive with a man without cause. Prov 3:30: 

8. Christians exhorted to avoid foolish and ignorant disputes over words, fables, unlearned questions, or matters about 
the law or genealogies that give rise to mere speculation, knowing that they generate strife, envy, abusive language 
and evil suspicions. 1 Tim. 1 :4; 1 Tim. 6:4; 2 Tim. 2:14, 23; Titus 3:9. 

9. The LORD hates him that sows discord among brethren. Prov. 6:16, 19. 

10. Withdraw from disputing between men of corrupt minds, who are destitute of the truth, and suppose godliness is 
a means of gain. 1 Tim. 6:5. 

11. Strife in your heart is dishonorable. 2 Cor: 12:20; James 3:14. 

12. Pride is a cause of strife and contention. Prov. 13:10; Prov. 28:25. 

13. Do not grumble and complain against one another, lest you be condemned. James 5:9. 

14. We should do all that is possible to avoid strife between brethren. Gen. 13:8. 

15. Christians are not to walk in strife. Prov. 26:17; Rom. 13:13. 

16. We are to avoid those who cause divisions and offenses contrary to biblical doctrine. Rom. 16:17 
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17. You are not to act out of strife but do all things without disputing. Phil. 2:3,14. 

18. Christians should submit to a petty assault or wrong rather than engage in strife and conflict (should turn the other 
cheek). Matt. 5:39-40; Luke 6:28-30; 1 Cor 6:7. 

19. A wrathful man stirs up strife, but he who is slow to anger pacifies contention. Prov. 15:18. 

20. We should seek God's protection from strife and conflict. Psa. 35:1; Jer. 18:19. 

21. It is honorable for a man to stop striving, since any fool can start a quarrel. Prov. 10:12; Prov. 20:3. 

22. We should praise God for delivering and protecting us from strife. 2 Sam. 22:44; Psa. 18:43. 

23. If your adversary is hungry, feed him; if he thirst, give him drink; for in so doing you shall heap burning coals 
upon his head. Rom. 12:20. 

25. It is a fool's lips that start contentions. Prov. 18:6. 

26. Strife leads to confusion and every evil work. James 3:16. 

27. Promoters of strife should be expelled. Prov. 22:10. 

28. The beginning of strife is like releasing water; therefore stop contention before a quarrel starts. Prov. 17:14. 

3J - Fraud and Deceit (see also 3D, 3E, 12E) 

1 . We are forbidden to defraud our neighbor or brethren. Lev. 19:13; Mark 10:19; 1 Cor 6:8. 

2. No one should defraud his brother regarding the matter of lust and sexual immorality. 1 Thes 4:3-7 

3. Do not let those who work deceit dwell within your house. Psa. 101 :7. 

4. Deceive not with your lips. Prov, 24:28. 

5. Beware of those that serve not our LORD, Jesus Christ; for by their good words and flattering speech they deceive 
the hearts of the unsuspecting. Rom. 16:18. 

6. You shall not deal falsely or treacherously with your brethren. Lev. 19:11; Prov. 3:27-29; Isa. 33:1 ; Mall. 2:10. 

7. You shall not keep back the wages due a hired laborer by fraud. James 5:4. 

8. Deceit is falsehood. Psa. 119: 118. 

9. Keep your lips from speaking guile. Psa. 34: 13. 

10. Take heed that no man deceive you regarding the Gospel. Matt. 24:4; Mark 13:5-6; Col. 2:18. 

11. God abhors a deceitful man. Psa. 5:6; 1 Pet. 3:10. 

12. Deceit and fraud a characteristic of the wicked. Psa. 10:4, 7. 

13. The saints are to be free from deceit and avoid such practices. Job 31 :5; Psa. 24:4; Zeph. 3: 13; Rev. 14:5. 

14. Let no one deceive you by any means that would cause you to depart from the faith. 2 Thes. 2:3,; 1 Tim. 4:1-3. 

15. Punishment will come to those who attempt to gain by deceit. Prov. 20:17. 

16. Deceive not yourself regarding the ways and prophesies of God. Jer. 37:9; James 1 :26. 

3K- Compassion and Sympathy (see also 15A) 

1 . We are exhorted to sympathize with other Christians. Rom. 12:15; 1 Cor 12:25-27; 1 John 3:17. 

2. Having compassion, can make a difference. Jude 1 :22. 

3. We should exercise compassion and pity towards the afflicted. Job. 6:14; Matt 18:33; 2 Cor 2:6-8; Heb. 13:3. 

4. Have compassion for the poor. Prov. 19:17. 

5. Compassion and aid to be given to one that is found hurt and injured and robbed. Luke 10:30-37. 

6. Have compassion and pity for one another. 1 Pet. 3:8. 

7. Be merciful, just as your Father is merciful. Luke 6:36. 

8. Show mercy and compassion everyone to his brother. Zech. 7:9. 

9. To him that is afflicted, pity should be shown from his friend. Job 6:14. 

3L-Reproof of Faults and Sins (see also 3B, 17M) 

1. Trespasses are to be first taken to the transgressor for him to remedy his fault. Matt. 18:15-17; Rom. 15:14. 

2. If your brother trespass against you, rebuke him; and if he repent, forgive him. Luke 17:3. 

3. We should reprove and admonish one another to prevent sin. Lev. 19:17; 1 Thes. 5:12; 2 Thes. 3:14-15; Heb. 3:13. 

4. We should receive reproof kindly. Psa. 141:5; Prov. 9:87; Prov. 24:25. 

5. Have no fellowship with the unfruitful works of darkness, but rather reprove them. Eph. 5:11. 

6. Do not judge others lest you be judges yourselves, for in the way you judge, you will be judged. Matt. 7:1-2; Luke 

6:37. ' " ' ." ’ 

7. Hatred and rejection of reproof of one's faults leads to error, ignorance, remorse and distraction. Prov. 5:12; Prov. 
10:17; Prov. 12:1; Prov. 15:10; Prov. 29:1. 

8. Reprove one another that there be no strife of contentions. 1 Cor. 1:11-13; ICor. 3:3; ICor. 11:17,18. 

9. Do not reprove and correct others of their ignorance and blindness when you suffer from the same affliction. Matt. 
7:3-5. 
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10. He who rebukes a man will find more favor afterward than he who flatters with the tongue. Prov. 28:23. 

11. Admonish those who are unruly. 1 Thes. 5:14. 

12. Reproofs of instruction are the way of life. Prov. 6:23. 

13. Reject a divisive and factious man after a first and second admonition, knowing that such a man is perverted and is 
sinning, being self-condemned. Titus 3:10-11 . 

14. If a brethren is in fault then restore him in a spirit of meekness. Gal. 6:1. 

15. Do not reprove a fool or a scoffer, lest he hate you, for reprove is more effective for a wise man, and he also will 
love you for it. Prov. 9:8; Prov. 15:12; Prov. 17:10. 

16. You should not refuse to be corrected and reproved by the righteous among you. Psa. 141 :5. 

17. Confess your faults to one another. James 5:16. 

18. You are to forgive one another if any one have a quarrel against you. Col. 3:13. 

19. In meekness instruct and correct those who are in opposition, for perhaps God may give them a change of mind 
towards an acknowledgment of the truth. 2 Tim. 2:25. 

20. We are exhorted to reprove, rebuke and correct with authority, patience and instruction. 2 Tim. 4:2; Titus 2:15. 

21 . He who heeds reproof gets understanding, and will abide among the wise. Prov. 15:31-32. 

4A - Law of the Land (See also 2F) 

1. The laws, statutes, commandments and judgments of God are to be kept throughout the land. Lev. 18:4-5; Deut. 
5:32-33; Ezek. 20: 19. 

2. There is to be one law applied to the citizen and the stranger. Exod. 12:49; Lev. 24:22; Num. 9:14. 

3. Foreigners to abide by and obey God's law. Lev. 16:29; Lev. 17: 12-15; Lev. 18:26; Lev. 24: 16; Lev 25:6; Num. 
15:30; Num. 35: 15; Deut 1 :16; Deut. 5:14; Deut. 24:17; Deut. 27:19; Deut. 31:12: Josh. 8:33-35. 

4. The LORD is our lawgiver. Isa. 33:22; James 4:12. 

5. You shall not follow the laws and ordinances of other nations in your land. Lev. 18:3; Mic. 6:16; 2 Kings 17:19-20. 

6. He who does any thing defiantly and with contempt for the law, that person shall be cut off from among his people. 
Num. 15:29-31 . 

7. All must confirm the words of the law by doing them. Deut. 27:26; Gal. 3:10. 

8. Laws and decrees that are contrary to Divine law or justice, or oppress the rights of persons, are repugnant and 
void. 

Isa. 10:1-2; Isa. 24:5-6; Dan. 3:10-30; Dan. 6:5-22. 

9. We are to remember the ancient events and principles of the past which formed the law of the land: 1 Sam. 24: 13; 
Job 8:8; Isa. 51:2; Jer. 18:15. 

4B - Law Publication 

1. The law is to be revealed to the people; it is not to be kept secret, or made obscure, or hidden in any manner. Deut. 
29:29; Deut. 30:11 . 

2. The law is to be publicly written, displayed and recorded. Exod. 17:14; Exod. 31:18; Deut. 27:1-3, 8; Deut. 31:9, 
24-26; Josh. 8:32; Josh. 24:25-26. 

3. Every seven years, on the year of release, the law is to be read before all the people that they may learn and observe 
all the words of the law. Deut. 31:10-13. 

4. The Law is to be taught and instructed privately and publicly. Deut. 5:31 ; Deut. 6:7-8, 20-25; Neh. 8:1-9; Jer. 
36:6; Acts 13:15. 

5. The law is to be displayed on door posts of homes and on city gates. Deut. 6:9; Deut. 11 :20. 

6. The law is to be publicly read to remind the people of the law and that it is to be observed. Exod. 24:7; Exod. 

35:1; Deut. 5:1; Josh. 8:34-35; Neh. 8:2-6; 13-14; Neh. 13:1-3. 

4C - Bribery 

1. You are not to take a gift or money offered as a bribe. Deut. 16:19; 2 Chron. 19:7; Isa. 33:15. 

2. Bribery condemned as being wicked and perverting justice and judgment. 1 Sam. 8:3; Job.15:34; Psa. 26:9-10; 

Prov. 17:23; Eccl. 7:7; Isa. 1:23; Isa. 5:23; Ezek. 13:19; Amos 5:12; Matt. 26: 14-15. 

3. He who takes a bribe against the innocent may nor dwell in the LORD'S holy nation. Psa. 15:1 ,5. 

4. You shall not take a bribe, for a bribe blinds the wise and subverts the cause of the just. Exod. 23:8. 

5. Those in government who take bribes overthrows the justice and stability established in the land. Prov. 29:4. 

6. They are cursed who take reward against the innocent. Deut. 27:25; Psa. 15:5. 

7. He that hates gifts is blessed. Prov. 15:27. 

8. It is iniquity forjudges to pronounce judgment for a bribe reward. Mic. 3:10-11 . 

4D - Oaths, N ows and Contracts 
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1 . If you swear or take an oath you shall do so in God's name. Gen. 24:3; Deut. 6:13; Deut. 10:20. 

2. You shall make no false or deceitful oath of covenant. Psa. 24:4; Jer 7:9; Zech. 8:17; Hos. 10:4. 

3. You shall not swear by God's name falsely. Lev. 19: 12. 

4. When one fully performs all the terms of an oath or contract he is clear of all obligation to it. Gen. 24:8. 

5. If a man makes a vow to God or swears an oath to bind himself by contract or binding obligation, he shall not 
violate his word but shall do all that he stated. Num. 30:2; Josh. 9:20; Judges 11 :30-36; 2 Sam. 15:7-9. 

6. You are to keep your word. Deut. 23:23. 

7. When you make a vow unto God, you shall not delay to pay it, for God will require you to keep your word. Deut. 
23:21; Psa. 65:1; Psa. 66:13; Psa: 76:11; Psa. 116:18; Eccl. 5:4-5. 

8. If you refrain from vowing there is no sin in not performing what you said you would do. Deut 23:22. 

9. If a young woman, who is under her father's house, makes a vow and her father hears it but says nothing then all her 
vows shall stand. Num. 30:3-4. 

10. A father can cancel the obligations of a vow or contract by his daughter who is in his house. Num. 30:5. 

11. A husband can allow or annul the vows or contract made by his wife. Num. 30:6-8. 

12. A vow of a widow or divorced woman shall stand against her. Num. 30:9. 

13. If a divorced woman makes a vow while in her husband's house, her husband can affirm or annul the vow. Num. 
30:10-14. 

14. We should avoid making any oaths so that you may not fall under judgment. Matt. 5:34-37; James 5:12. 

15. God will judge and punish false swearers. Zech. 5:4; Mall. 3:5. 

16. If a person swears thoughtlessly with his lips to do evil or to do good, and whatever he pronounced by the oath is 
hidden or unknown to him, when he comes to know it then he shall be guilty in these matters and shall confess 
them. Lev. 5:4-5. 

4E- Witnesses and Testimony 

1. You shall not bear false witness against another nor raise a false report. Exod. 20:16; Exod. 23:1 ; Deut. 5:20; 

Luke 3:14; Luke 18:20 . 

2. A faithful witness speaks the truth and saves lives, but a false witness speaks lies. Prov. 14:5,25. 

3. One witness shall not condemn a man for any iniquity or crime he commits. Num. 35:30; Deut.l7:6; Deut.l9:15. 

4. Do not join your hand with a wicked man to be an unrighteous witness. Exod. 23:1. 

5. False witness is an abomination and condemned. Prov. 6:16,19; Prov. 12:17; Prov. 25:18; Jer. 7:9-10. 

6. Do not be a witness against your neighbor without cause. Prov. 24:28. 

7. A false witness is to be punished. Prov. 19:5,9; Prov.21:28; Zech. 5:3-4. 

8. Physical proofs and facts can serve as a witness or evidence in certain cases. Exod. 22:13; Deut. 22:15,17,20. 

9. You shall not testify in a dispute for the sake of following the majority and thus pervert justice. Exod. 23:2. 

10. At the testimony of two or three witnesses shall the fact of the matter be established. Deut. 17:6; Deut. 19:15; 

Matt. 18:16; John 8:17; 2 Cor. 13:1; 1 Tim. 5:19; Heb. 10:28. 

11. We are not to be a witness against another without cause. Prov. 24:28. 

12. If someone gives contrary testimony, then the judges shall make diligent inquisition between both men to see if the 
witness is a false witness. Deut. 19:16-18. 

13. If a witness is found to be a false witness by testifying falsely against his brother, then he shall receive the 
punishment that the accused brethren would have received if guilty. Deut. 19:18-19. 

14. When a person who is a witness sins when he has taken an oath, about an event he saw or knew, if he does not tell 
it, then he will bear his guilt. Lev.5:l. 

15. A disreputable witness scorns justice. Prov. 19:28. 

4F-Justice in Law and Judgment (see also 19B) 

1. You are not to twist, distort or pervert justice. Deut 16: 19. 

2. You shall not be unjust but shall follow that which is just and righteous in matters of law and judgment. 

Lev.l9:15,35; Deut. 16:20; Jer.22:3. 

3. You are not to be partial towards anyone or a respecter of persons in exacting justice, whether they be poor or rich, 
small or great. Exod. 23:3; Lev. 19:15; Deut. 16:19; 2 Chron. 19:7: Prov. 28:21. 

4. Judgment to be quickly executed upon those violating the law of GOD or the law of the land. Ezra. 7:26: Jer 21 :12. 

5. Seek good, and not evil, hate the evil, and love the good, and establish justice in your courts. Amos 5:14-15. 

6. You shall keep far from a false matter. Exod. 23:7. 

7. Injustice of the least kind is condemned. Luke 16:10. 

5A- Principles of Marriage 
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1. Marriage between man and woman is instituted by God as a good and natural thing. Gen. 2:18; Prov. 18:22; Matt. 
19:4; Mark 10:6. 

2. Husband and wife are to remain together for life (marriage vows to be kept). Gen. 2:24; Matt. 19:5; Mark 10:7; 

1 Cor. 7:10-11,27. 

3. A woman is bound by the law to her husband so long as he lives; but if the husband dies, she is released from the 
law concerning the husband. Rom. 7:2-3. 

4. Husband and wife regarded as one flesh. Gen. 2:23-24; Matt. 19:5; Mark 10:8; Eph. 5:31 . 

5. Marriage is honorable among all, and the bed. undefiled. Heb. 13:4. 

6. Husband and wife are to have children (be fruitful and multiply). Gen. 1:28; Gen. 9:1,7; Gen. 35:11; Psa. 127:3; 
Jer. 29:6; 1 Tim. 5:14. 

7. Marriage bonds are of God and not to be put asunder by any man. Matt. 19:6; Mark 10:9. 

8. Man is not independent of woman, nor is woman independent of man. 1 Cor. 7:4; 1 Cor. 11:11. 

5B- Husband's Duties & Responsibilities (see also 6A) 

1 . Husbands are to have authority over the wife. Gen. 3:16; 1 Cor. 11:3,7-9; Eph. 5:23. 

2. Husband is to live with his wife in an understanding way, and give honor and respect to her. 1 Pet. 3:7. 

3. Husbands are to love their wives and be not bitter against them. Eph. 5:25, 28-33; Col 3:19. 

4. A husband is to be faithful to his wife. Prov 5:18-20; Mall. 2:14-15. 

5. Husbands are to be satisfied with their wives. Prov 5:18-19. 

6. Let the husband render to his wife due benevolence or affection. 1 Cor 7:3. 

7. Husband to provide for the family. 1 Tim. 5:8. 

5C-Wife's Duties & Responsibilities (see also 6A) 

1. Wives are to obey their husband. 1 Cor. 14:34; Titus 2:5. 

2. Wife is to remain with her husband for life. Rom. 7:2,3. 

3. Wives to be in subjection to their husbands. Gen.3:16; Eph. 5:22,24; Col. 3:18; 1 Pet. 3:1, 5-6. 

4. The wife is to take care of the house and family needs. Prov. 14:1; Prov. 31:10-31; 1 Tim. 5:14; Titus 2:5. 

5. Wives are to be modest, chaste, discreet and sober. 1 Tim. 2:9, 15; Titus 2:4-5. 

6. Wife not to usurp authority over the man. 1 Tim. 2:12; Titus 2:5. 

7. The wife is not to raise questions in the church but to ask through her husband. 1 Cor. 14:34-35. 

8. Wives are to render due benevolence or affection to her husband. 1 Cor. 7:3. 

9. A wife is to be virtuous. Prov. 12:4; Prov. 31:10-11 . 

10. Wife is to love her husband and children. Titus 2:4. 

11. A woman of valor is the crown of her husband, but she who shames him is as rottenness in his bones. Prov. 12:4. 

12. Wife is to reverence her husband. Eph. 5:33. 

13. Wife is to be faithful to her husband. 1 Cor. 7:3-5,10. 

14. Wives are to love their children. Titus 2:4. 

5D -Adultery 

1. To lie carnally with another man's wife is forbidden. Exod. 20:14; Lev. 18:20; Lev. 20:10; Deut. 5:18; Deut. 
22:22; Matt. 5:27; Matt. 19:18; Mark 10:19; Luke 18:20; Rom. 13:9; 1 Cor. 6:9; Gal. 5:19. 

2. Whosoever divorces his wife and marries another woman commits adultery. Luke 16:18; . Mark 10:11 . 

3. If a woman divorces her husband and marries another man she commits adultery. Mark 10:12. 

4. For an engaged woman to have sex with another man is to be considered as adultery. Deut. 22:23-24. 

5. Adultery not to be committed in the heart. Matt. 5:28. 

6. Instances of Adultery. 2 Sam. 11,etc.; Jer. 3, etc.; Jer. 13:27; Ezek. 22:11 ; Mark 8:18; John 8:3-11 ; Rev. 2:22. 

7. A childless widow is not to marry a stranger, but rather the brother of her dead husband. Deut. 25:5; Matt. 22:24. 

8. Marriage of a divorced woman is adultery. Jer.3:l; Matt. 5:32; Mark 10:12; Luke 16:18; Rom. 7:2-3. 

9. Procedure regarding a jealous husband who believes his wife has been unfaithful and gone astray to defile herself 
with another man. Num. 5:11-31 . 

10. God will judge adulterers. Heb. 13:4. 

5E- Fornication and Sexual Immorality (see also 10J) 

1. It is the will of God that you abstain from fornication and sexual immorality. Acts 15:20,29; 1 Cor. 6:9,13,18; 

1 Cor. 10:8; Eph. 5:3-5; Col. 3:5; 1 Thes. 4:3. 

2. A woman married who is believed to be a virgin and found out not to be, shall be stoned to death for playing the 
whore in her father's house. Deut. 22:14-21. 

3. If a man entices a woman not engaged, and lies with her, he must endow her to be his wife. Exod: 22:16. 
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4. To avoid fornication, let every man have his own wife, and every woman her own husband. 1 Cor. 7:2, 9. 

5. There shall be no whore of the daughters of Israel. Deut. 23:17. 

6. The law does not sanction fornication. 1 Tim. 1:9-10. 

7. God will judge the sexually immoral acts of persons. Heb. 13:4; Rev. 21:8; Rev. 22:15-16. 

8. Fornication is ruinous. Prov 6:26; Prov. 23:27; Prov 29:3; Prov. 31 :3; Hos. 4:11. 

9. You shall not approach a woman unclean by menstruation to uncover her sexuality and lie with her. Lev. 18:19; 

Lev. 20:18. 

10. We are not to associate with fornicators. 1 Cor 5:9. 

11. Repent of any fornication committed. 2 Cor. 12:21 . 

5F-Divorce 

1. One should not depart from their spouse. 1 Cor. 7:10-11. 

2. We should not separate from our spouse because of their disbelief. 1 Cor 7:12-14. 

3. A bill of divorce can be written when some uncleanness is found in a woman recently married. Deut 24:1. 

4. Divorce of a wife permitted for her act of fornication. Matt. 5:32; Matt 19:9. 

5. If a man divorces his wife and marries another he commits adultery against her. Mark 10:11 . 

6. If a woman divorces her husband and marries another she commits adultery. Mark 10:12. 

7. A woman, even if divorced, cannot marry another man as long as her husband is alive. Rom. 7:2-3. 

8. A man or a woman is not bound to an unbelieving mate that departs. 1 Cor. 7:15. 

5G - Prohibited Marriages 

1. With father or mother. Lev. 18:7-8; Lev. 20:11; Deut. 22:30; Deut. 27 :20 . 

2. With one's sister or half-sister. Lev. 18:9,11 ; Lev. 20:17; Deut. 27:22; Ezek. 22:11 . 

3. With one's mother-in-law. Deut. 27:23. 

4. With a grandchild. Lev. 18:10. 

5. With one's aunt. Lev. 18: 12-14; Lev. 20:19. 

6. With one's uncle or uncle's wife. Lev. 18:14; Lev. 20:20. 

7. With one's daughter-in-law. Lev. 18:15; Lev. 20:12; Ezek. 22:11. 

8. With your brother's wife. Lev 18:16; Lev. 20:21. 

9. With a woman and her daughter or her grand daughter. Lev. 18:17; Lev. 20:14. 

10. With two women who are sisters. Lev. 18:18. 

11. With thy neighbor's wife. Lev 18:20; Lev. 20:10; Ezek. 22:11. 

12. We are not to intermarry with those who practice idolatry. Exod. 34:16; Deut. 7:3. 

13. We are not to marry unbelievers. 2 Cor 6:14-17. 

14. We are not to marry those of other races. Gen. 28:6; Exod. 34:15-16; Num. 25:6-11; Deut. 7:1-3; Josh. 23:12- 
13; Judges 3:5-8; 1 Kings 11:1-2; Ezra 9:1-2,12; Ezra 10:2-3, 10-11; Neh. 10:30; Neh. 13:25-27. 

6A-Parent responsibility (See also 5B, 50 

1. Children are a gift and heritage from God, and thus are to be asked of from God. Gen. 25:21 ; Gen. 30:17; Gen. 
33:5; Deut. 28:4; Ruth 4:13; Psa. 127:3. 

2. Parents are to love their children. Titus 2:4. 

3. Parents should pray for and bless their children. Gen. 48:9,15; 2 Sam. 12:16; 1 Chron. 29:19; Job. 1:5; Mark 5:23; 
John 4:46-49; Heb. 11:20-21. 

4. Parents should sternly chastise and punish their children to put them on a righteous course - for he who spares the 
rod hates his son, but he who loves his son disciplines him diligently. Prov 3:12; Prov. 13:24; Prov. 19:18; Prov. 
22:15; Prov. 23:13-14; Prov. 29: 15, 17; Heb. 12:7. 

5. Father to have authority over children. Deut 30:3-5; 1 Tim. 9:4. 

6. The head of the house is to provide for the family. Job 42:15; Luke 11:11; 2 Cor. 12: 14; 1 Tim. 5:8. 

7. Parents are responsible to save up for their children's future. 2 Cor. 12:14. 

8. Fathers are not to provoke children to anger. Eph.6:4; Col. 3:21 . 

9. Mothers are to be concerned about the ways of their household. Prov. 31 :27. 

10. The sins of the fathers are visited on their children to the third and fourth generation. Exod. 20:5; Exod. 34:7; Isa. 
14:20-21; Lam. 5:7. 

6B - Requirements of Children 

1. Children are to obey and listen to their parents. Gen. 28:7; Prov. 1:8,9; Prov.6:20; Prov. 13:1; Prov. 13:22; 

Prov. 23:22; Rom. 1:30; Eph. 6:1; Col. 3:20. 

2. Children to honor their father and mother. Exod. 20:12; Deut. 5:16; Matt. 15:4; Mark 10:19; Luke 18:20; Eph. 
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6 : 2 . 

3. Everyone shall fear (reverence) his mother and his father. Lev. 19:3. 

4. Children are to hear the instruction of their father, and forsake not the law of their mother. Prov 1:8; Prov 4:1-2; 
Prov 6:20; Prov. 19:27. 

5. A wise son makes a father glad, but a foolish son is a grief to his mother and father. Prov. 10:1; Prov. 17:25; Prov. 
19:13. 

6. Children shall not rob their father or mother. Prov. 28:24. 

7. Children are to take care of their parents. Gen. 45:9-11; Gen. 47:12; 1 Tim. 5:4. 

8. Children are not to curse their parents. Lev. 20:9. 

6C - Rebellious Children (see also 10E) 

1. A child that is rebellious and who refuses to obey his parents is to be put to death. Deut. 21:18-21; Rom. 

1:30,32. 

2. Cursed is the one who treats his father or his mother with contempt. Deut. 27:16. 

3. Children that curse their father or mother are to be put to death. Exod. 21:17; Lev. 20:9; Prov 20:20; Matt. 15:4; 
Mark7:10. 

4. Children that strike their father or mother are to be put to death. Exod. 21:15. 

5. It is a sin for children to rob parents. Prov 28:24. 

6. He who mistreats his father, and drives away his mother, is a son who brings shame and disgrace. Prov. 19:26. 

7. Condemnation offered to he who mocks his father and scorns his mother. Prov. 30:17. 

6D - Education of Children 

1. Parents should see that children are educated and instructed in the ways and laws of God. Gen. 18:19; Deut. 4:9-10; 
Deut. 6:6-9; Deut. 11:18-20; Deut. 31:12,13; Josh. 22:24-27; Psa. 78:1-7; Joel 1:3; Eph. 6:4. 

2. Children to be taught to fear God. Psa. 34:11. 

3. Bible stories and illustrations, and the works of God, are to be taught to each generation. Exod. 10:2; Exod. 12:25- 
27; Exod. 13:14; Deut. 6:20-25; Josh. 4:22; Psa. 78:4-6. 

4. Train up a child in the way he should go, and when he is old, he will not depart from it. Prov. 22:6. 

5. Education to be by right examples. Prov. 20:7; 2 Tim. 1:5. 

6. Reproofs for discipline to be given to the young to keep them from immoral temptations and lusts. Prov 6:23-29; 
Prov. 7:4-5. 

6E - Inheritance and Birthright 

1. Firstborn son is to receive the father's birthright. Gen. 15:4; Gen. 25:5; 1 Chron. 5:1 ; Matt. 21 :37-38. 

2. Illegitimate children not to receive birthright. Gen. 21:9-12; Judges 11:1-2; Gal. 4:30. 

3. Blessings to be bestowed on the heir of the family. Gen. 27:30; Gen. 48:9. 

4. Birthright of the firstborn can be sold to another son. Gen. 25:31-34; Heb. 12:16. 

5. A greater portion of the father's inheritance to be given to the firstborn son. Gen. 25:5-6; Deut. 21:17. 

6. Primary part of inheritance to go to firstborn son rather than a favored son. Deut. 21:15-17. 

7. Houses and riches are given as an inheritance from a father. Prov. 19:14. 

8. Land ownership can pass by inheritance: Num. 34:14-18,29; Num. 36:9. 

9. A good man leaves an inheritance to his children's children. Prov 13:22. 

10. Daughters are to receive an inheritance from their father when he has no son. Num. 27:1-8. 

11. If a man has no children his inheritance is given to his brothers. Num. 27:9. 

12. If a man has no children or brothers then his inheritance is given to his father's brethren or his nearest family kin. 
Num. 27:10-11. 

13. Birthright of firstborn son can be lost and given up to another son if the firstborn commits a sin against the family. 
1 Chron. 5:1-2. 

14. When a man dies having no children and his widow marries her husband's brother, the son she bears by him shall 
succeed in the name of the brother which is dead and shall have his birthright and inheritance. Deut. 25:5-6. 

15. A will and testament is in force after a man is dead, for it is never in force while the one who made it lives. Heb. 
9:17. 

16. A heir, as long as he is a child, is under guardians until the time prescribed by his father that he is to inherit. Gal. 
4:1-2. 

7A - Animals Used For Labor 

1. You are not to work animals on the Sabbath. Exod. 20:10; Exod. 23:12; Deut 5: 14. 

2. You are not to have two different kinds of animals work together; you shall not plow with an ox and an ass 
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together. Deut. 22:10. 

3. You shall not muzzle the mouth of the ox that is being used for work. Deut 25:4; 1 Cor. 9:9; 1 Tim. 5:18. 

7B - Damage and injury Done by Animals 

1. If an animal kills a person the animal is to be put to death. Exod. 21:28-29 . 

2. If an animal is proven to be aggressive, and its owner has been warned, yet he does not confine it, and it kills a man 
or woman then both the animal and the owner are to be put to death. If there is a ransom of money demanded of the 
owner, it can be paid for the redemption of his life. Exod. 21:29-31. 

3. If an animal shall gore a servant, the owner shall give the servant's master a set amount of money and the animal is 
to be killed. Exod. 21 :32. 

4. If a man's animal eats the crop of another man's field, he shall make restitution from the best of his own field. Exod. 
22:5. 

5. If one man's animal kills another's animal, then the live animal shall be sold and the money (and the dead animal if 
it 

be cattle) shall be divided between them. Exod. 21:35. 

6. If an animal which is known to be aggressive kills another animal yet its owner had not confined him, then he shall 
pay for the animal killed but can keep the dead animal. Exod. 21:36. 

7C- Animals Owned by Others 

1. Stolen animals are to be repaid to the owner 4 or 5 times. Exod. 22:1 . 

2. Stray animals belonging to your brethren are be brought back to the owner. If the owner is unknown, then you are 
to keep the animal until the owner comes looking for it and then return it to him. Deut 22:1-3. 

3. If you encounter an animal of your enemy going astray, you shall bring it back to him. Exod 23:4. 

4. If a pit is opened or dug and left uncovered, and an animal falls into it, the owner of the pit shall pay the owner of 
the animal but he can keep the dead animal. Exod. 21:33-34. 

5. If you see an animal of one that hates you lying helpless under its load, you shall release the animal. Exod. 23:5. 

6. You shall not see your brother's ass or ox fall down by the way and hide yourself from them; you shall surely help 
him to lift them up again. Deut 22:4. 

7. Whoever kills another's animal shall make it good, animal for animal. Lev. 24:18, 21. 

7D - Animals Borrowed or in Another's Care 

1. If a man gives his neighbor his animal to keep for him and it dies or runs away, then an oath before the LORD shall 
be made between them, that he has not laid his hands on his neighbor's animal. Lie is not required to pay for it. 

Exod. 22:10-11 . 

2. If a borrowed animal is stolen, the keeper shall make restitution to the owner of the animal. Exod. 22:12. 

3. If a borrowed animal is tom in pieces, the remains shall be brought as evidence, and no restitution shall be made. 
Exod. 22:13. 

4. If a man borrows any animal, and it is injured or dies while its owner is not with it, he shall make full restitution to 
the owner. But if the owner is with it, no restitution is to be made. Exod. 22:14-15. 

7E-General Care of Animals 

1. You are not to breed cattle with a diverse kind (no hybrid cattle, livestock or pets). Lev 19:19. 

2. Should have regard for the life of your animals. Prov. 12:10. 

3. Do not separate a newly born ox or sheep or a goat from its mother for the first seven days. Lev. 22:27. 

4. The eggs or young can be taken from a bird's nest but not along with the mother. Deut. 22:6-7. 

5. Know well the condition of your folks, and pay attention to your herds. Prov. 27:23. 

8A-Requirements of Civil Leaders 

1. Leaders chosen must be wise and just. Deut. 1:13; 2 Sam. 23:3; Psa. 2:10; Prov. 21:10; Prov. 29:14; Ezek 45:9. 

2. Civil leaders are to be diligent in governing. Rom. 12:8. 

3. Civil leaders are to be men of truth, hating covetousness. Exod. 18:21. 

4. Civil leaders, judges and officers are to fear God. Exod. 18:21; Deut. 17:19; 2 Sam. 23:3; 2 Chron. 19:7,9; Psa. 
2 : 10 - 11 . 

5. Civil leaders are to be of God. Deut 17:15; Hos. 8:4; Prov. 8:15-16; Rom. 13:1. 

6. Rulers are not to be a terror to good behavior, but rather to the wicked and evil doers. Prov. 20:26; Rom. 113:3-4. 

7. Civil rulers are not to use their office and position to bring gain for themselves. Deut. 17:16-17. 

8. Civil rulers are ministers of God for good. Rom. 13:4. 

9. Irresponsible civil leaders are they who are either blind, ignorant, lazy, greedy, self-centered, drunkards, or act for 
their own gain. Psa. 56:10-12. 
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10. Civil rulers are to record, preserve, study and proclaim the law of God at all times. Exod. 18:20; Deut. 17:18-20; 
Deut. 31:9,24-26; Josh. 8:32, 34-35; 2 Kings 22:8-20; 2 Kings 23:1-3. 

11. If a ruler unintentionally or out of ignorance violates the law and the violation comes to his knowledge, he shall 
make restitution for it. Lev. 4:22-23. 

12: Civil leaders and authorities are to be men not women. Exod. 18:21; Deut. 1:13, 15; Isa. 3:12; 1 Tim 2:11-15. 

13. Government officers are to execute judgment and righteousness, and deliver the spoiled out of the hand of the 
oppressor; they are to do no wrong, do no violence to the stranger, the fatherless, nor the widow, neither shed 
innocent blood in the land. Jer. 22:3. 

14. Government officers that engage in conspiracy, treachery and murder are to be put to death. Judges 9:1-57. 

15. The Law of God is to be read in public addresses by civil leaders to direct the course of society and government. 
Josh. 8:34-35; 2 Kings 23:1-3; 2 Chron. 17:7-9; 2 Chron. 34:30; Neh. 13:1-3. 

16. A good civil leader or judge is from God, and keeps a people from rebelling against the ways of God. Judges 2:18- 
19; Judges 3:9-12. 

17. Civil authorities who are oppressive do not understand justice. Prov. 28:5,16. 

18. Lying is unbecoming in rulers. Prov. 17:7. 

19. If a ruler hearken to lies, all his aides and ministers become wicked. Prov. 29:12. 

20. Those in government are not to consult mediums or spiritists for guidance but are to inquire of the LORD. 

1 Chron. 10:13-14. 

21. Civil leaders are not to drink lest it causes them to forget the law and pervert justice. Prov 31:4-5. 

22. Civil rulers are to be chosen from among thy brethren or [White] race, we are not to put a stranger (an alien or one 
of another race {colored} over us in a position of authority. Exod. 18:21; Deut. 17:15; Jer. 30:21. 

23. God will punish civil authorities who punish unjustly and contrary to the law. Acts 23:1-3. 

24. It is an abomination for a civil ruler to commit wickedness, for his office is established on righteousness. Prov. 
16:12. 

SB-Frame of Government 

1. The powers of government are appointed by God and are in 
His hands. Prov. 8:15-16; Prov. 21:1; Rom. 13:1. 

2. A distribution of power and levels of authority are to be established-rulers of thousands, and rulers of hundreds, 
rulers of fifties, and rulers of tens. Exod. 18:21,25; Deut.l:13-15. 

3. Judges, magistrates and officers are to be appointed in all towns and cities. Deut. 16:18; 2 Chron. 19:5; Ezra 7:25. 

4. The less wicked a government is, the more the righteous will prosper. Prov. 28:12,28. 

5. Government is to be for the punishment of evildoers, and for the praise of them that do it well. Rom. 13:3; 1 Pet. 
2:14. 

6. warnings against an all-powerful leader, king or central government. 1 Sam. 8:9-22. 

7. When the righteous are in authority, the people rejoice; but when the wicked bear rule, the people morn. Prov. 29:2. 

8. Government official are to be chosen by the people. Deut. 1:13; Deut.l6:18. 

9. When the wicked are removed form the presence of civil leaders, the government will be established in 
righteousness. Prov. 25:5. 

8C-Judges & Magistrates 

1. Judges were originally established by God. Judges 2:16,18; 2 Sam. 7:11. 

2. Judges shall justify the righteous and condemn the wicked. Deut. 25:1-3. 

3. Judges shall righteously judge the causes and transgressions between persons with just judgment. Lev. 19:15; Deut, 

1:16; Deut. 16:18; 1 Sam. 2:25; 2 Sam. 7:11; 2 Chron. 19:5; Psa. 82:2-4; Prov. 31:9. 

4. Judges are not to be partial or respect persons in judgment, but shall equally judge the small as well as the great. 
Exod. 23:3,6; Deut. 1:17; Lev. 19:15; 2 Chron. 19:7; Prov. 18:5; Prov. 24:23; James 2:9. 

5. Judges are not to take a gift or bribe. 2 Chron. 19:7. 

6. Judges are to judge the people at all times. Exod. 18:22,26. 

7. Judges and magistrates are to know the laws of God. Ezra 7:25. 

8. Judges judge not for man but for GOD. Deut. 1:17; 2 Chor. 19:6. 

9. The judge that justifies the wicked and condemns the just is an abomination to God. Prov. 17:15. 

10. Wisdom and knowledge is needed and should be prayed for in order to judge between good and bad. 1 Kings 3:9; 

2 Chron. 1:10; James 1:5. 

11. Judges are to judge matters according to the laws, statutes, commandments, and judgments of God. Exod. 18:16; 

2 Chron. 19:10. 
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8D-Obligations to Officers and Government 

1. We should respect and give obedience to rulers and authorities who preside as God's ministers. Deut. 17:12-13; 
Josh. 1:16-17; Rom. 13:1-7; Titus 3:1; Heb. 13:17; 1 Pet. 2:13-14,17; 2 Pet. 2:10. 

2. Disobedience to government is justified when government requires an ungodly or unlawful act. Exod. 1:15-20; 

Josh. 2:1-18 

3. We should pray for civil leaders. Ezra 6:10; 1 Tim. 2:1-2. 

4. It is not proper to despise government. 2 Pet 2:10. 

5. Rebellion is justified by oppressive laws and taxes. 2 Chron. 10:13-19. 

6. We should disregard laws prohibiting the gospel. Acts 4:18-21; Acts 27:29. 

7. We should not rebel or cause insurrection against the established government. 2 Sam. 20:1-22. 

8. You shall not curse or speak evil of civil rulers or dignitaries. Exod. 22:28; Acts 23:5; 2 Pet 2:10; Jude 1:8. 

9. Submit to them that have civil authority.. Heb.13:17; 1 Pet. 2:13-14. 

10. We are not to submit to human edicts when in conflict with Divine laws. Dan. 3:10-18; Dan. 6:7-23; Acts 4:13- 
21; Acts 5:16-32. 

9A - Feasts to be Kept 

1. Passover is to be observed. Exod. 12:43-51 ; Lev. 23:5; Num. 9:2-14; Num. 28:16; Deut 16:1-5; Ezek 45:21-25; 
Luke 22:7-18. 

2. The Passover is to be a solemn observance throughout all generations. Exod. 12:42. 

3. No outsider, sojourner or hired servant shall eat of the Passover meal. Exod. 12:43,45. 

4. Those unable to keep the Passover at its proper time are to keep it one month later. Num. 9:10-12. 

5. The Feast of Unleavened Bread is to be celebrated the day after Passover (to eat unleavened bread seven days) 
Exod. 

12:15-20; Exod. 13:6-7; Exod 23:15; Exod. 34:18: Lev. 23:6-8; Num. 28:17,25; Deut 16:3-4. 

6. In the first and seventh day of the Feast of Unleavened Bread there shall be an holy convocation, you shall do no 
servile work. Exod. 12:16; Lev. 23:7-8; Num. 28:17,25. 

7. The Feast of Harvest (the first-fruits of thy labor). Exod. 23:16,19; Exod. 34:22, 26; Lev. 23:10-17. 

8. The Feast of Ingathering. Exod. 23:16; Exod. 34:22; Lev. 23:39-41. 

9. Feast of Weeks (Pentecost) -Seven weeks to be counted from the time you begin harvest, then on the fiftieth day 
you shall celebrate the Feast of Weeks. Exod. 34:22; Lev 23:15-16; Deut. 16:9-12. 

10. Feast of Trumpets-a day for blowing the trumpets (To do no work on that day). Lev. 23:24-25; Num. 29:1 . 

11. Feast of Tabernacles -you shall keep a feast to the LORD for seven days. Lev. 23:34-36,39-43; Num. 29:12; Deut. 
16: 13-15. 

12. You shall celebrate the Feast of Tabernacles seven days after you have gathered in from your threshing floor and 
wine vat. Deut. 16:13-14. 

13. On the first and eighth day of the Feast of Tabernacles you shall have a sacred assembly, you shall do no 
customary work. Lev. 23:35-36,39; Num. 29:35. 

14. Day of Atonement-You shall humble your souls and do no work on that day). Lev 16:29-34; Lev. 23:27-32; Num. 
29:7. 

9B - Practices and Observances to Follow 

1. Anointing (inauguration ceremony) for new civil leader coming into office. 1 Sam. 10:1 ; 1 Sam: 16:12-13; 1 Kings 
1:39. 

2. The first bom of man or animal to be dedicated to God. Exod. 13:2,12; Exod. 34:19-20. 

3. Three times in a year all males shall appear before the God of Israel, and make an offering to provide for the feasts. 
Exod. 23:14-17; Exod. 34:23; Deut 16:16. 

4. Be baptized every one of you in the name of Jesus Christ for the remission of sins. Acts 2:38; Acts 8:12. 

5. Feasts to be published and proclaimed in all the cities and towns in the land. Neh. 8:15. 

6. Partaking of Communion in remembrance of Christ and in celebration of the LORD'S supper. Matt. 26:26-29; Mark 
14:22-25; Luke 22: 17-19; 1 Cor. 10:16; 1 Cor. 11:23-26. 

9C - Labor Sabbath 

1 . The Sabbath as a time of rest from work was instituted by God. Gen. 2:2-3; Heb. 4:4. 

2. The Sabbath to be kept holy. Exod. 20:8; Exod. 31 :14; Exod. 35:2; Deut 5:12; Isa. 56:2; Jer 17:22; Ezek. 
20:16,20. 

3. Six days of the week are to be used for labor, and the seventh day be a day of rest in which you shall do no work. 
Exod. 16:22-30; Exod. 20:9-11; Exod.23:12; Exod. 31:15; Exod. 34:21; Exod. 35:2; Lev. 23:3; Deut5:13- 
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14; Neh. 13:15-22; Jer. 17:22; Luke 23:56. 

4. Sabbaths commanded to be kept. Exod. 31:14; Lev. 19:3, 30; Lev 26:2; Deut 5:15. 

5. Keeping the Sabbath is a sign of a covenant with God. Exod. 31:13,16-17; Ezek. 20:15,20. 

6. No buying, selling or marketing is to transpire on the Sabbath. Neh. 10:31; Neh. 13:15-22. 

7. No house work to be done on the Sabbath. Exod. 35:3. 

8. No burdens to be carried on during the Sabbath. Neh. 13:19; Jer. 17:21-22,27. 

9. The Sabbath was made for man, and not man for the Sabbath. Mark 2:27. 

10. Christ is Lord of the Sabbath. Matt 12:8; Mark 2:28; Luke 6:5. 

11. Provide for food needed on the Sabbath in advance so it need not be gathered or bought or cooked on the Sabbath. 
Exod. 16:5,22-30; Exod. 35:3. 

12. We are not to seek our own pleasure on the Sabbath. Isa. 58:13. 

13. Divine worship to be celebrated on the Sabbath (a time for Holy convocation). Lev. 23:3; Ezek 46:3; Acts 16:13; 
Acts 18:4. 

14. The Scriptures to be read to the people on the Sabbath day. Acts 13:14-15,27,44; Acts 15:21 ; Acts 17:2. 

15. works connected with religious service are lawful on the Sabbath. Num. 28:9; Matt 12:5; John 7:23. 

16. Good deeds and works of mercy are lawful on the Sabbath. Matt 12:11-12; Mark 3:1-5; Luke 6:6-10; Luke 
13:10-13; Luke 14:1-4; John 5:8-16; John 9:14. 

17. Acts needed to sustain life may be performed on the Sabbath. Matt. 12:1-5; Mark 2:23-26; Luke 6:1-4. 

18. Acts of necessity may be performed on the Sabbath. Luke 13:15; Luke 14:5; John 7:22-23. 

19. You honor God in observing the Sabbath. Isa. 58:13-14. 

9D - Land Sabbath (see also 18A) 

1. Six years you shall sow the land and reap its produce, but the seventh year you shall let the land lie fallow. Exod. 
23:10-11; Lev. 25:2-4. 

2. Every seventh year to be a Sabbath of rest for the land, you shall neither sow your field nor prune your vineyard. 
Lev. 25:4. 

3. In the year of the land Sabbath you are not to harvest those crops which grow by its own accord. Lev. 25:5. 

4. The food which grows of itself can be taken by the poor to eat during the land Sabbath. Exod. 23:11 . 

5. Food requirement for the year of the land Sabbath and following year will be provided by God with an abundant 
crop in the sixth year. Lev. 25:20-22. 

9E -Jubilee (see also 18A) 

1 . A Jubilee is to be observed at the end of every seven land Sabbaths (every fifty years). Lev 25:8. 

2. The fiftieth year or the Jubilee is to be hallowed and to be a year of liberty and release throughout the land. Lev. 
25:10. 

3. You shall not sow or reap on the Jubilee year but eat the increase gathered in previous years. Lev. 25:11-12,18-22. 

4. The Jubilee to be Holy to you. Lev. 25:12. 

5. On the year of the Jubilee you shall return to every man his property, the field shall return to the one from whom it 
was purchased, to whom the possession of the land belongs. Lev. 25:10,13; Lev. 27:24. 

6. All those in service to another are to be released from their contract or indenture of service, and allowed to return to 
his family. Lev. 25:10,40-41 . 

7. The Jubilee to start and be proclaimed on the Day of Atonement. Lev. 25:9. 

10A - Murder 

1. Thou shall not murder. Exod. 20:13; Deut. 5:17; Matt. 5:21; Matt 19:18; Rom. 13:9. 

2. Shedding of innocent blood is an abomination to GOD. Prov. 6:16-17. 

3. God requires the blood of a murderer for it defiles the land. Gen. 9:5-6; Num. 35:33. 

4. Those guilty of murder are to be put to death. Lev 24:17,21; Num. 35:16,21,30-31. 

5. If a man arts with premeditation against his neighbor, to kill him with guile, he shall die. Exod. 21:14. 

6. One who strikes a man so that he dies is a murderer and shall be put to death. Exod. 21:12; Num. 35:16-18. 

7. Killing for hire is condemned (the assassin and the one who hires him are both guilty of murder). Deut. 27:25; 

Ezek. 22:12. 

8. You are not to act against the life of your neighbor. Lev. 19:16. 

9. The law concerning unsolved murders. Deut. 21:1-9. 

10B - Sabbath Desecration 

1. Every one that defiles the Sabbath by doing work on that day shall be put to death. Exod. 31:14-15; Exod. 35:2; 

Num. 15:32-36. 
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IOC - Kidnapping 

1. He that kidnaps a man, whether he sells him or he is found in his possession, he shall be put to death. Exod. 21:16; 
Deut. 24:7. 

10D - Witchcraft and Sorcery 

1. A man or a woman with a familiar spirit or who is a wizard shall be stoned to death. Lev. 20:27; 2 Kings 23:24. 

2. You are not to allow a witch or sorceress to live. Exod. 22:18. 

10E - Sins Against Parents (see also 60 

1. He that strikes his father or mother shall be put to death. Exod. 21:15. 

2. He that curses his father or mother shall be put to death. Exod. 21 :17; Lev. 20:9. 

3. If a man have a stubborn and rebellious son which will not obey the voice of his parents, and when they chastise 
him, he will not listen to them, he shall then be put to death. Deut. 21:18-21. 

lOF-Offenses Against GOD 

1. Anyone that has served or worshipped false or pagan gods shall be stoned to death. Deut. 17:2-5. 

2. Idolaters are to be destroyed. Deut 13:13-15. 

3. A preacher or a prophet who leads people to worship false gods is to be put to death, because he has counseled 
rebellion against God. Deut. 13:1-5. 

4. Those who entice others to serve pagan gods and religions are to be stoned to death. Deut. 13:6-11. 

5. He that blasphemes the name of God shall be put to death. Lev. 24:16; 1 1 Kings 21:10,13. 

6. He that sacrifices to any god, other than the LORD God alone, shall be utterly destroyed. Exod. 22:20. 

IOC -Treason and Rebellion 

1. Whoever rebels against the laws of the land shall be put to death. Josh. 1:18. 

2. The man that acts presumptuously by not listening to the priest or the judges, that man shall die. Deut. 17:12. 

3. Rebellion and insurrection against the government is punishable by death. 2 Sam. 20:1-22. 

10H - Child Sacrifice 

1. Any that offer their children to pagan gods shall be put to death. Lev. 20:2-5; Deut. 12:30-31 . 

2. Curses brought upon a nation that allows child sacrifice in its land. Jer. 7:31-34; Jer 19:5-12. 

3. You shall not let any of your offspring pass through the fire of Molech. Lev 18:21; Lev. 20:2-5; 2 Kings 23:10; 
Jer 32:35. 

101 - Manslaughter 

1. Manslaughter or accidental killing is not punished by death, but the one guilty is to be banished to a city of refuge. 
Exod. 21:13; Num. 35:6,11 -15; Deut 4:41 -42; Deut. 19:4-5; Josh. 20:1-6. 

2. If the man slayer at any time goes outside the city of refuge where he fled, he is subject to be killed by the avenger 
of blood. Num. 35:26-28. 

3. If a murder flees to a city of refuge, he is to be turned over to the hand of the executioner that he may die. Deut. 
19:12. 

10J- Crimes of Sexual Immorality (see also 5E, 12A) 

1. The adulterer and adulteress are to be put to death . Lev. 20:10; Deut. 22:22; Ezek. 18:11,13. 

2. Sexual relations to affinity of blood that require death. Lev. 20:11,12,14,20,21. 

3. Those guilty of sodomy (homosexuality) to be put to death. Lev. 18:22; Lev. 20:13. 

4. The act of sodomy condemned as an abomination and an unnatural act. Lev. 18:22; Rom: 1:26-27,32; 1 Cor. 6:9. 

5. Sodomites are not allowed to exist in the nation. Deut. 23:17. 

6. Those having sexual relations with animals are to be put to death. Exod. 22:19; Lev 18:23; Lev. 20:15-16; Deut. 
27:21. 

7. Whores or prostitutes are to be stoned to death. Lev. 21:9; Deut 22:21; Deut. 23:17. 

8. If a virgin betrothed to a husband lie with another man, both the man and woman shall be stoned to death. Deut. 
22:24. 

9. A rapist is to be put to death. Deut. 22:25-26. 

11A - Foreign Enemies (see also 22D) 

1. We are to pray for deliverance from our enemies. 1 Sam. 12:10-11 ; Psa. 17:6-9; Psa. 35:15-17; Psa. 59:1 ; Psa. 
64:1 . 

2. Overcome enemies by kindness. 1 Sam. 26:21 ; Prov. 25:21-22; Rom. 12:20-21. 

3. Christ's enemies are to be destroyed. Luke 19:27. 

11B -Aid and Help 

1. We are not to help ungodly and anti-Christ nations or show friendship towards them. 2 Chron. 19:2. 
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2. We can lend to other nations but are not to borrow from them. Deut. 15:6; Deut 28:12. 

3. It is vain to rely on other nations for help while ignoring the aid of God. Isa. 31:1; Jer. 3:23. 

11C -Alliances and Treaties 

1. Alliances and covenants (treaties) with pagan or ungodly nations are forbidden. Exod. 23:32; Exod. 34:12-16; Deut. 
7:2-4; Judges 2:2-3; Ezra 9:12; Psa. 106:34-36. 

2. Covenants with pagan or ungodly nations leads to idolatry and adoption of pagan ways. Exod. 34:12-16; Deut. 
7:2-4. 

3. Do not to follow the ways of other nations. Deut. 12:29-30. 

4. A treaty of peace, agreeing to do no harm to another friendly nation, can be enacted. Gen. 21 :22-32; Gen. 

26:28-31. 

5. Alliances made with wicked nations will not be fruitful. 2 Chron. 20:35-37. 

IIP - General Foreign Policy 

1. We should make an effort, and do what is reasonably possible, to avoid strife and contention (and possible war) 
with other nations. Gen. 26:15-22. 

2. International trade, and importing and exporting of goods, can be conducted. Gen. 41:57; Gen. 42:34; 1 Kings 
10:15; 2 Chron. 1: 16-17; Ezek 17:4; Ezek 27:12,14. 

3. Iniquity in trading is condemned. Ezek 28:18. 

4. Ambassadors can be sent to foreign nations to convey messages to it and to speak on behave of the government. 
Deut. 2:26; Num. 20:14; Num. 21:21-22. 

5. You shall not allow foreigners that are pagans to emigrate into or dwell in your nation; for they shall be as pricks in 
your eyes and as thorns in your sides, and they shall trouble you in your land. Exod. 23:33; Num. 33:5; Josh. 
23:12-13. 

6. Do not render evil to a nation at peace with you. Psa. 7:4. 

7. When in a foreign nation, you may buy and sell with it but meddle not in its affairs. Deut 2:5-6,19,28. 

12A -Chastity and Virtue (see also 5E, 10J, 17H) 

1. Chastity commanded; and that you not to be fornicators. Acts 15:20 Col. 3:5; 1 Thes. 4:3; Titus 2:5. 

2. We should be chaste in the heart. Prov. 6:25. 

3. We are to keep the body in chastity. 1 Cor. 6:13,15-19. 

4. Chastity is preserved by wisdom and discretion. Prov. 2:10-11; Prov. 7:1-5. 

5. We should not keep company with those devoid of chastity. 1 Cor. 5:11; 1 Pet. 4:3. 

6. Keep yourself pure in mind and heart. Psa. 73:1; Prov. 22:11; Matt. 5:8; 1 Tim. 5:22; James 4:8. 

7. Immoral and unchaste conduct (works of the flesh) excludes entry into the Kingdom of God. Gal. 5:19-21; Eph. 5:5; 
Heb. 13:4. 

8. Abstain and turn away from every form of evil. Job 1:1,8; 1 Thes. 5:22; 1 Pet 3:10-11. 

9. A virtuous person should let their mind dwell on those things which are true, honorable, just, pure, lovely, and of 
good report. Phil. 4:8. 

10. It is chaste to add virtue in your faith and knowledge to virtue. 2 Pet. 1:5. 

11. Virtue in women is a highly desired attribute. Prov. 30:10-31. 

12. A gracious woman retains honor. Prov 11:16. 

13. You shall do what is right and good in the sight of the LORD, that it may be well with you. Deut 6:18. 

14. As a ring of gold in a swine's snout, so is a beautiful woman who lacks discretion. Prov 11:22. 

15. Whoredom and prostitution is forbidden. Lev. 19:29; Deut. 22:21; Deut 23:17. 

16. Whoremongers condemned. Eph. 5:5; 1 Tim. 1 :10; Heb. 13:4; Rev 21:8; Rev. 22:15. 

17. To the pure all things are pure, but to those who are defiled and unbelieving nothing is pure: Titus 1:15. 

18. Punishment and consequences for breach of chaste conduct. Prov.5:3-ll ; Prov. 7:25-27; 1 Cor3:16-17. 

19. Seek good and not evil; hate evil, love good. Isa. 7:15-16; Amos 5:14-15. 

12B - Meddling and Gossip (see also 3H) 

1. Busybodies exhorted to mind their own business. 2 Thes. 3:11-12; Prov. 26:17; 1 Pet. 4:15. 

2. Christians exhorted not to suffer as a consequence of being a meddler in other people's matters. 1 Pet. 4:15. 

3. We are not to wander from house to house as tattlers and busybodies. 1 Tim. 5:13. 

4. We should not meddle in other's concerns. 2 Kings 14:10; Prov. 20:3; Prov. 24:21 ; Prov. 26:17.. 

5. Gossiping is not proper and a sign of a depraved mind. Rom. 1:28-29. 

6. Every fool will be meddling. Prov. 20:3. 
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7. We are admonished not to gossip. 2 Cor. 12:20. 

8. We should not talk about the errors or transgressions of others. Prov. 17:9. 

9. Gossip often arises from hatred. Psa. 41 :7. 

10. Gossip causes a separation in friendship. Prov. 16:28; Prov. 17:9. 

11 . Do not associate with a gossip. Prov. 20:19. 

12. Where gossiping is eliminated, strife ceases. Prov. 26:20. 

12C - Excessiveness & indulgence (See also 17C, D. & H) 

1. Seeking pleasures and lavish living is not Godly. Rom. 13:13; 1 Tim. 5:6; Titus 3:3; Heb. 11:25; 1 Pet. 4:3-4. 

2. Lovers of pleasure are brought into poverty. Prov. 21:17; Prov. 23:20-21; Luke 15:13-14. 

3. To seek mirth and pleasure is vanity. Eccl. 2:1,10-11; Jer. 7:24; Jer. 16:9; Hosea 2:11. 

4. Beware of those who are lovers of pleasure rather than lovers of God. 2 Tim. 3:4. 

5. We should display moderation. Phil. 4:5. 

6. Gluttony and excessiveness is iniquity and leads to a carnal outlook on life. Isa. 22:13-14; Luke 12:19-20; 1 Cor. 
15:32. 

7. It is wise to abstain from indulgences. Prov. 28:7; Eccl. 7:2-3. 

8. Avoid lasciviousness and wantonness or covetousness.. Eph. 4:19; 1 Pet. 4:3-4; 2 Pet. 2:13-15. 

9. We are not to desire riches. Prov. 23:3-4; James 5:1-5. 

10. Indulgence is a proof of folly. Eccl. 7:4. 

12D - Dress and Appearance . 

1. Women shall not wear men's clothing, nor shall a man put on women's clothing, this is an abomination to God. 
Deut. 22:5. 

2. We are not to wear a garment of mixed fabrics (e.g: wool and linen). Lev. 19:19; Deut. 22:11. 

3. Women are to wear modest apparel and should not have braided hair or adorn themselves with gold or fancy and 
costly array. Isa. 3:16-24; 1 Tim. 2:9; 1 Pet 3:3. 

4. Clothes are to be washed before appearing in the sight of God. Exod. 19:10-11. 

5. Whoever handles the carcass of unclean animals is to wash their clothes. Lev. 11:25. 

6. Long hair is a shame for men. 1 Cor. 11:14. 

7. Long hair is a glory for women. 1 Cor. 11:15. 

8. Nakedness is condemned. Gen. 9:21-27; Isa. 47:3; Ezek. 16:36-37; Heb. 2:15. 

12E - Slander and Backbiting (see also 3F, 3J) 

1. Slander and speaking lies about your brethren is an abomination to God. Prov. 6:16,19. 

2. You shall not go about speaking slander or spreading false reports about others. Exod. 23:1; Lev. 19:16; Luke 
3:14; Titus 2:3; James 4:11. 

3. You shall not backbite others. Psa. 15:1,3; Rom. 1:30; 2 Cor. 12:20. 

4. A backbiting tongue brings forth an angry countenance (no one will be pleased with a backbiter). Prov. 25:23. 

5. A talebearer who spreads scandals causes harm to others. Prov. 18:8: Prov. 26:20,22. 

6. He who does not backbite and slander with his tongue is near to God. Psa. 15:1-3. 

7. We should not speak evil of someone out of suspicions or assumptions. 1 Tim. 6:4. 

8. Beware of those who are slanderers. 2 Tim. 3:3. 

9. Slander is a characteristic of the wicked. Psa. 31:13; Psa. 50:16,20; Jer 6:28. 

10. Libel and name calling is condemned by Christ. Matt. 5:22. 

11. He that speaks slander is a fool. Prov 10:18. 

12. Those who indulge in slander are not to be trusted. Jer. 9:4. 

13. Slander is a sign of a debauched and corrupt people. Jer. 6:28; Jer. 9:4; Ezek. 22:9. 

14. We are commanded to put away all such evil speaking. Eph. 4:31; 1 Pet. 2:1. 

15. You shall not go about as a slanderer among your people. Lev. 19:16; 2 Cor. 12:20. 

16. You are to speak evil of no man. Titus 3:2; James 4:11 . 

17. He who secretly slanders his neighbor is to be cut off from the people. Psa. 101:5. 

12F - Courtesy and Kindness (see also 3C, 3K,15A) 

1. We are exhorted to be courteous. 1 Pet. 3:8. 

2. Be peaceable, well behaved, snowing course and every consideration to all men. Titus 3:2. 

3. Brotherly kindness is needed to be fruitful in the knowledge of Jesus Christ. 2 Pet. 1:5-7. 

4. We are to show kindness to one another. Rom. 12:10; 2 Cor. 6:6; Eph. 4:32; Col. 3; 12. 

12G - Drinking and Drunkenness 
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1. Sobriety commanded. 1 Thes. 5:6,8; 1 Pet 1:13; 1 Pet. 4:7; 1 Pet 5:8. 

2. The gospel teaches we should live soberly. Titus 2:12. 

3. The taking of wine or strong drink is forbidden when going into the tabernacle of the congregation. Lev. 10:9. 

4. Those in the service of God are not to drink alcohol. Num. 6:2-3. 

5. Drinking and Drunkenness not approved. Deut. 21:20; Hosea 4:11; Luke 21:34; Rom. 13:13; Rom. 14:21; 1 Cor. 
6:10; Gal. 5:21; Eph. 5:18. 

6. Drinking and merrymaking prevents the people from seeing the afflictions of the nation. Joel 1:4-7; Amos 6:1-7. 

7. Excessive or habitual drinking is admonished against, as it causes a disregard of the judgments and works of God. 
Isa. 5:11-12. 

8. Pregnant women are not to take alcoholic drinks. Judges 13:3-4,7,14; Luke 1:15. 

9. Intoxicating drink causes persons to err and be led astray. Isa. 28:7. 

10. We are not to associate with those that are drunkards and gluttons. Prov. 23:20; 1 Cor. 5:11. 

11. Addiction to intoxicating drink brings sorrow, contentions, complaints, wounds without cause, and redness of 
eyes. Prov 23:29-35. 

12. Wine is a mocker, strong drink arouses brawling, and whoever is intoxicated by it is deluded and not wise: Prov. 
20 : 1 . 

13. You are not to encourage another to drink or attempt to get another drunk. Hab. 2:15. 

13A-The Biblical Work Ethic 

1. Whatever work you put your hands to, do it with all your might. Eccl. 9:10. 

2. Every man should enjoy the good of all his labor. Eccl. 2:24; Eccl. 3:13; Eccl 5:18. 

3. The laborer is worthy of his hire (wages). Matt 10:10; Matt. 20:8; Luke 10:7; 1 Tim. 5:18. 

4. We are exhorted to walk in a manner worthy of the vocation with which we have been called. Eph. 4:1. 

5. Every man shall receive his own reward according to his own labor. 1 Cor. 3:8. 

6. If any would not work, neither should he eat. 2 Thes. 3:10. 

7. Lead a quite life, mind your own business, and work with your own hands. 1 Thes. 4:11. 

8. Be not slothful in business, but be fervent in spirit. Rom. 12:11. 

9. Do not engage in work and labor that is vain or futile. Jer. 10 :3. 

13B - Purpose and Reason for Work (see also 17J) 

1. For wealth -In all labor there is profit. Prov. 14:23. 

2. Wealth gotten by vanity shall be diminished; but he that gathers by labor shall increase. Prov. 13:11. 

3. To reduce crime -Let him who stole steal no more: but rather let him labor, working with his hands. Eph. 4:28. 

4. To satisfy hunger -A person who labors, labors for himself, for his hunger urges him on. Prov. 16:26. 

5. An idle man shall suffer hunger. Prov. 19:15. 

6. In the sweat of thy face shall you eat bread. Gen. 3:19. 

7. All the labor of man is for his mouth. Eccl. 6:7. 

8. To prevent poverty -He becomes poor that deals with a slack hand; but the hand of the diligent makes one rich. 
Prov. 10:4. 

9. Love not sleep, lest you come to poverty. Prov 20:13. 

10. For life -the labor of the righteous leads to life. Prov. 10:16. 

11 . To being productivity rather than waste -He who is slack in his work is brother to him who destroys. Prov. 18:9. 

12. A man who is diligent in his business will stand before kings, and not the lowly. Prov. 22:29. 

13. To have a peaceful life-The sleep of a laboring man is sweet, whether he eat little or much; but the abundance of 
the rich will not suffer him to sleep. Eccl. 5:12. 

13C - Work and Agriculture (see also 17J) 

1. A hard-working farmer ought to be the first to partake of his crops. 2 Tim. 2:6. 

2. He that sows sparingly shall also reap sparingly; and he which sows bountifully shall also reap bountifully. 2 Cor. 
9:6. 

3. The sluggard will not plow by reason of the cold; therefore shall he beg in harvest, and have nothing. Prov. 20:4. 

4. He that tills his land shall have plenty of bread; but he that follows after vain persons shall have poverty. Prov. 
28:19. 

5. You shall eat the labor of your hands, and it shall be well with you. Psa. 128:2. 

6. The fields of the slothful will be overgrown with thistles and weeds, his farm broken down, and he will fall into 
poverty. Prov. 24:30-34. 

7. Be not overly concerned about the weather when you sow and reap, for you do not know the works of God. Eccl. 
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11:4-6. 

13D - Doing God's Work 

1. We are to be doers of God's word, and not just hearers of it. James 1 :22-25. 

2. Commit your works to the LORD, and your thoughts will be established. Prov 16:3. 

3. Unless the LORD builds the house, they labor in vain who build it. Psa. 127:1. 

4. Be steadfast, immovable; always abounding in the works of the Lord, knowing that your labor is not in vain in the 
Lord. 1 Cor. 15:58. 

14A - Clean Animals Fit to Eat 

1. Whatever animals that have divided or cloven hoofs and chews its cud you may eat. Lev. 11:2; Deut. 14:6. 

2. Fishes that have fins and scales may be eaten. Lev. 11:9; Deut. 14:9. 

3. Insects-locust, bald locust, beetle, grasshoppers. Lev. 11:22. 

4. All clean birds can be eaten (e.g., chicken, turkey, pheasant, quail etc). Deut. 14:11,20. 

5. If a clean animal dies it is considered unclean until evening. Lev. 11:39-40. 

6. Animals which you can eat-ox, sheep, goats, deer, roebuck, gazelle, fallow deer, wild goat, antelope, ibex, wild ox, 
chamois. Deut 12:15,22; Deut. 14:4-6. 

14B - Unclean Animals Unfit to Eat 

1. Camel (does not have a divided hoof). Lev. 11:4; Deut. 14:7 

2. Rock hyrax (does not have a divided hoof). Lev. 11:5; Deut. 14:7. 

3. Rabbits and hares (do not have a divided hoof). Lev. 11:6; Deut. 14:7 

4. Swine or hog (does not chew the cud). Lev. 11:7; Deut. 14:8. 

5. Creeping things weasel mouse, tortoise, sand reptile, ferret, chameleon, gecko, crocodile, lizard, squirrel, mole. 

Lev. 11:29-31. 

6. All water life that does not have fins and scales are not to be eaten (e.g., shrimp, lobster, snails, sturgeon, shell fish, 
eels, catfish, scallop, octopus, etc.). Lev. 11:10-12; Deut. 14:10. 

7. Every creeping thing that flies is unclean. Deut. 14:19. 

8. Unclean birds-Eagle, buzzard, osprey, vultures, kite, ravens, owl, night hawk, ostrich, hawk, little owl, cormorant, 
great owl, falcon, swan, pelican, stork, herons, hoopoe, bats (and the eggs of unclean birds). Lev 11:13-19; Deut. 
14:12-18. 

9. All winged insects that walk on all fours. Lev. 11:20. 

10. Whatever crawls upon its belly or is muiti-footed among all creeping things that creep on the earth. Lev. 11:42. 

11. Whatever goes on its paws, among all kinds of animals that go on all fours, are unclean (e.g., dogs, cats, bears, 
foxes, etc.). Lev. 11:27. 

14C -Plants and Herbs 

1. A newly planted tree producing edible food shall not be eaten for the first three years it produces. In the fourth year 
all its fruit shall be an offering to God. In the fifth year the fruit of the tree may be eaten. Lev. 19:23-25. 

2. Every green herb and herbs bearing seed have been given by God to be used for food. Gen. 1:29; Gen. 3:18. 

3. Every tree which bears fruit yielding seed is to be eaten as food. Gen. 1:29. 

4. You are not to sow your vineyards with divers seeds: least all the produce of the seed which you have sown, and the 
increase of the vineyard become defiled. Deut. 22:9. 

5. You shall not sow your field with mingled seed. Lev. 19:19. 

6. Green plants given by God for food. Gen. 9:3. 

14D - Forbidden Foods and Practices 

1. You shall not eat anything which dies of itself. Deut. 14:21. 

2. That which dies of itself may be given or sold to foreigners. Deut. 14:21. 

3. One who eats any animal that died of itself shall wash his clothes and bathe, and will be unclean until evening; 
otherwise he will bear his iniquity. Lev. 17:15-16. 

4. You shall eat no manner of fat from any animal. Lev. 3:17; Lev 7:23-25. 

5. You shall not eat any abominable thing. Deut. 14:3. 

6. You shall not eat any manner of blood from fowl or beast either by itself or with its flesh. Gen. 9:4; Lev. 3:17; Lev. 
7:26-27; Lev. 17:10-14; Lev. 19:26; Deut. 12:16,23-25; Deut. 15:23; Acts 15:20,29; Acts 21:25. 

7. You are not to boil a kid in the milk of its mother. Exod. 23:19; Exod. 34:26; Deut. 14:21. 

8. Abstain from animals that were strangled. Acts 15:20,29; Acts 21:25. 

9. Admonished not to drink strong drink and become drunk. Lev. 10:9; Rom. 13:13; 1 Cor. 6:10. 

10. You shall not eat any flesh that is tom of beasts in the field, you shall cast it to the dogs. Exod 22:31. 
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11. Admonishment against gluttony and overeating. Prov. 23:1-3, 20-21 ; Phil. 3:18,19. 

14E-Fasting 

1. Fast observed on occasions of judgments of God. Joel 1:14; Joel 2:12. 

2. Fasting is not to be made a subject of display. Matt. 6:16-18. 

3. Fasting is to be unto God. Zech. 7:5; Matt 6:18. 

4. Fasting for private affiliations. 2 Sam. 12:16. 

5. You shall 'afflict your souls' (fast) on the Day of Atonement. Lev. 16:29,31; Lev. 23:27,29. 

6. Fasting accompanied by confession of sin. 1 Sam. 7:6; Neh. 9:1-2. 

7. Public fasts proclaimed. 1 Kings 21 :9; Ezra 8:21; Zech. 8:19. 

8. Fasting accompanied by prayer. Ezra 8:23; Dan. 9:3.; Matt. 17:21 . 

14F - Personal Health and Hygiene 

1. You are not to disfigure your body by making any cuttings in your flesh or tattoo marks in your skin. Lev. 19:28; 
Lev. 21:5; Deut. 14:1. 

2. God promises health and to heal sickness of those who will pray to Him for it. 2 Kings 20:5; Psa. 30:2; Jer. 

17:14. 

3. We are to praise God for recovery from sickness. Psa. 103:1-3; Luke 17:15-19; Acts 3:7-8. 

4. You shall touch no unclean thing, nor touch the carcass of any unclean beast. Lev. 11:26,31; Isa. 52:11 . 

5. Cleansing of a woman after child birth. Lev. 12:1-8. 

6. Laws concerning women during menstruation. Lev. 15:19-83. 

7. Pregnant women are not to take alcoholic drink. Judges 13:3-4,7,4; 1 Sam. 1:15. 

8. Laws concerning bodily discharges and cleansing. Lev. 15:1-18. 

9. All male children bom are to be circumcised on the eighth day after birth. Gen. 17:10-14; Gen. 21:4; Exod. 12:48; 
Lev. 12:3; Luke 1:59; Luke 2:21; Acts 7:8; Phil. 3:5. 

14G - General Health Laws 

1. Those with a plague or contagious diseases are to be quarantined. Lev 13:5,21,46; Num. 5:2-3. 

2. Lepers are to be cleansed. Lev 14:1-32; Deut. 24:8. 

3. He that touches the dead body of any man shall be unclean seven days. Num. 19:11 . 

4. A house occupied by one having a plague or contagious disease is to be cleaned and disinfected. Lev. 14:34:57. 

8. For him that is sick, let him call for the eiders of the church, and let them pray over him. James 5:14. 

6. Laws of purification. Lev. 19:1-22, Num. 31:19-24. 

7. The prayer of faith will save the sick, and the Lord will raise him up. James 5:15. 

8. Laws concerning contact with dead or unclean things. Lev. 5:2; Lev. 11:24-40; Lev. 21:1-4,11; Num. 5:2; 

Num. 9:6,10; Num. 19:11-22; Num.31:19. 

9. Gamients worn by one who has a contagious disease are to be burned. Lev. 13:52,55;57. 

10. All things that touch a dead unclean animal must be cleansed with water and allowed to set until evening. Lev. 
11:32-38. 

11. Those who are sick or have a contagious disease shall not conceal their condition but are to alert others as to their 
condition: Lev. 13:14. 

12: Health and healing come from obedience to the word and law of God. Exod. 15:26; Exod. 23:25; Deut. 7:15; Psa. 

41:3; Prov 3:1-8; Prov 4:20-22; Jer 30:17; Jer 33:6; j} Hos: 6:1 . 

13. God puts disease and sickness on those who will not heed his commandments and keep his statutes. Exod. 15:26; 
Lev. 26:14-16; 2 Deut 28:27,35,61. Chron. 21:12-15,18; 2 Chron. 26:1-21; 1 Cor. 11:30. 

15A - Charity and Hospitality (see also 3K,12F) 

1. We are to be charitable to the poor and hungry. Deut. 15:7-8; Matt. 25:40-45; 1 Cor. 13; 1 Cor. 14:1; 2 Pet. 1:7; 

1 John 3:17: 

2. Acts of uncharitableness towards the poor are condemned. Prov. 29:7; Isa. 32:7; James 2:15-16. 

3. If because of food your brother is hurt, you are no longer walking charitably. Rom. 14:15. 

4. The love of God does not dwell in those that are uncharitable. 1 John 3:17. 

5. It is more blessed to give than to receive. Acts 20:35. 

6. Every man is to give according to the purpose that God has placed in his heart. 2 Cor. 9:7. 

7. Do not neglect to show hospitality to strangers, for by so doing some have entertained angels without knowing it. 
Heb. 13:2. 

8. Charity and love is to be sought above all things. Col. 3:14. 

9. We are to be hospitable towards one another without grudging. Rom. 12:13; 1 Tim. 5:10; 1 Pet. 4:9. 
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10. Give not grudgingly or of necessity, for God loves a cheerful giver. 2 Cor. 9:7; 1 Pet. 4:9. 

11. Aid the hospitality is to be given to the poor. Isa. 58:7; Luke 14:13. 

12. The righteous man gives his bread to the hungry, and covers the naked with clothing, but the unrighteous man who 
oppresses the poor and needy shall not live. Ezek. 18:5,7,12,13. 

13. Charity shall cover a multitude of sins. 1 Pet. 4:8. 

14. Let no one seek his own good, but that of his neighbor. 1 Cor. 10:24. 

15. Uncharitableness brings a curse. Prov 21:13; Prov. 28:27. 

16. Give to him who asks of you, and do not turn away from him who wants to borrow from you. Matt. 5:42. 

15B -The Poor and Needy (see also 4F) 

1. A care for the poor is a characteristic of the righteous. Psa. 112:9; Prov. 29:7; 2 Cor. 9:9; Gal. 2:10. 

2. We should defend the poor and deliver them from the hand of the wicked. Psa. 82:3-4. 

3. If one of your brethren becomes poor and falls into poverty among you, you are to sustain him, whether he be a 
foreigner or a countryman. Lev. 25:35. 

4. Do not harden your heart towards the poor but lend to him sufficient to cover his need. Deut. 15:7-10. 

5. You are not to mock the poor. Prov. 17:5. 

6. You shall not oppress the poor. Deut. 24:14; Job 24:3-4,10; Psa. 10:2; Isa. 10: 1-2; Zech. 7:10. 

7. He who oppresses the poor reproaches his Maker, but he who honors his Maker has mercy towards the needy. 
Prov. 

14:21,31. 

8. Neglect towards to poor and hungry is a neglect of Christ. Matt. 25:34-36. 

9. The poor you will always have with you. Matt 26:11; Mark 14:7. 

10. He who neglects the needy does not have the love of God in him. 1 John 3:17. 

11. Curses and punishments are due to those who neglect the poor or withhold from him his needs. Job 31:16-22; 

Prov. 21:13; Matt. 25:34-36. 

12. God will bless and deliver him that gives consideration to the poor. Psa. 41:1; Isa. 58:10. 

13. He that is gracious to a poor man lends to God, and He will repay him for his good deed. Prov. 19:17. 

14. We should give of that which we have extra to the poor. Luke 3:11. 

15. The poor will never cease out of the land, therefore open your hand wide to your poor brethren. Deut. 15:11. 

15C - Widows and Orphans 

1. We should be of aid and help to the fatherless and widows with their afflictions. Deut. 14:29; Job 24:21; Job 
29:12-13; James 1:27; 1 Tim. 5:16. 

2. Do not take a widow's raiment in pledge. Deut. 24:17. 

3. You shall not afflict or oppress any widow or fatherless child. Exod. 22:22-3; Deut. 27:19; Jer. 7:6-7; Jer. 22:3; 
Zech. 7:10. 

4. We should defend the fatherless and needy and plead for the widow. Psa. 82:3; Isa. 1:17. 

5. Curses and Punishments will befall those who neglect or cause affliction to the fatherless and widows. Deut. 27:19; 
Job 31:16-23; Mai. 3:5. 

6. We should visit orphans and widows in their trouble. James 1:27. 

7. Honor widows who are really widows (those 60 years old and up and been the wife of one man). 1 Tim. 5:3, 9. 

15D- Handicapped 

1 . We are not to curse the deaf or put a stumbling block before the blind. Lev. 19:14. 

2. Cursed be he that causes the blind to wander out of the way. Deut. 27:18. 

3. We are to invite the maimed, the lame and the blind to our feasts . Luke 14:13. 

4. Show respect for the aged. Lev. 19:32; 1 Tim. 5:1. 

5. You should support and help the weak. Acts 20:35; Rom. 15:1. 

15E - Providing For The Poor 

1. A small portion of crops are to remain unharvested or unpicked so that they may be left for the poor and fatherless 
to take. Lev. 19:9-10; Lev. 23:22; Deut. 24:19-21. 

2. At the end of three years all of the tithes of the people's increase for the year are to be gathered together and given 
to 

and eaten by the stranger, the fatherless and the widow. Deut. 14:28-29; Deut. 26:12. 

3. That of which you have extra is to be shared with the needy. Luke 3:11. 

4. The hungry, when they come to a neighbor's vineyard, may eat their fill of grapes, but shall not put any in their 
basket. Deut. 23:24. 
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5. Give to every man that asks and needs, for whatever measure you deal out to others, it will be dealt to you in return. 
Luke 6:30,38. 

6. The needy may enter their neighbor's grain fields and com fields and pluck the crop by hand, but shall not cut down 
the crop with a sickle. Deut. 23:25. 

7. Individual offerings, donations, and contributions are to be given according to the purpose that one's heart leads, 
giving to the poor willingly. Lev. ?6:36; Deut. 16:7-8; 2 Cor. 9:7. 

15F - Causes of Poverty 

1. Poverty is derived from laziness And a lack of work effort. Prov. 6:10-11; Prov. 19:15,24; Prov. 20:4; Prov. 21 :25; 
Prov. 24:30-34; 2 Cor. 9:6; 2 Thes. 3:8-12. 

2. He who loves pleasure will become a poor man. Prov. 21:17. 

3. Poverty will come to him who refuses instruction and is unwilling to learn. Prov. 13:18. 

4. He who follows empty pursuits will have poverty in plenty. Prov. 20:19. 

5. Idle chatter leads only to poverty. Prov. 14:23. 

6. Poverty will come to the drunkard and the glutton Prov. 23:21. 

7. He who oppresses the poor to increase his riches will surely come to poverty. Prov. 22:16. 

8. Poverty caused by love of sleep. Prov: 6:9-11; Prov. 20:13. 

9. God will not allow the soul of the righteous to famish, but He casts away the substance of the wicked. Prov. 10:3. 

10. He becomes poor that deals with a slack hand, but into the hand of the diligent comes wealth. Prov. 10:4. 

16A - Borrowing and Debt 

1. There shall be a cancellation of debt every seven years -a creditor can only hold a debt for 6 years and must release 
the obligation on the seventh year. Deut. 15:1-2. 

2. Debts of foreigners may be continued beyond seven years. Deut. 15:3. 

3. Those who need to borrow from you are not to be turned away. Matt 5:42. 

4. The borrower is servant to the lender. Prov 22:7. 

5. You shall not think evil and withhold loaning to your brother in need because the Seventh Year, the year of release, 
is at hand. You shall surely give to him and the LORD will bless you in all your works. Deut. 15:9-10. 

6. It is wicked to borrow and not repay. Psa. 37:21; Prov. 3:27; Rom. 13:8. 

7. Lend to the poor and needy what is sufficient for his needs. Deut. 15:8. 

8. It is best to owe no man any thing. Rom. 13:8. 

9. Items necessary to sustain a livelihood are not to be given as a pledge (security) for a debt. Deut. 24:6; Job 24:3. 

10. You shall not take a widow's gamient as a pledge. Deut. 24:17. 

11. Warnings against giving sureties for debts of others. Prov.6:l-3; Prov. 17:18; Prov. 22:26-27. 

12. He who is surety for a stranger will suffer for it, but one who hates being surety is secure. Prov. 11:15. 

13. Pledges given by the poor for debt are not to be retained overnight. Exod. 22:26; Deut. 24:12-13; Job 24:9-10. 

14. When you lend your brother anything you shall not go into his house to take his pledge, but rather he shall bring 
the pledge out to you. Deut. 24:10-11. 

15. The righteous man restores to the debtor his pledge, but the unrighteous does not restore a pledge. Ezek. 

18:5,7,12. 

16B-Just Weights and Measures 

1. Produce, commodities, and money are to follow just weights and measures in their use and exchange. Lev. 19:35- 
36; Ezek. 45:10-14. 

2. A just weight and balance are of God's work. Prov. 16:11. 

3. Those who use unjust and deceitful weights are wicked. Mic. 6:10-11. 

4. You shall not have in your bag differing weights, a heavy and a light. You shall not have in your house differing 
measures, a large and a small. You shall have a perfect and just weight and measure. Deut. 25:13-15. 

5. A false balance and diverse weights and measures are an abomination to the LORD; but a just weight is His delight. 
Prov. 11:1; Prov. 20:10,23. 

6. Punishments for not using just weights and measures. Amos. 8:5-8. 

16C-Usury 

1. If you lend to any of your brethren in need, you are not to take or lay usury upon them. Exod. 22:25. 

2. No substance loaned or borrowed is to be repaid with increase or interest-no usury of money, or food, or of 
anything that is borrowed. Lev. 25:37; Deut. 23: 19. 

3. You may charge usury to a foreigner. Deut. 23:20. 

4. Usury and the usurer are condemned. Neh. 5:7, 10; Psa. 15:1,5; Prov. 28:8. 
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5. If one of your brethren becomes poor, you shall exact no usury or interest from him; you shall not lend him your 
money for usury, nor lend him your food at a profit. Lev. 25:36. 

6. Usury is regarded as dishonest profit. Prov. 28:8; Ezek. 22:12-13. 

7. The righteous man who does not lend money on interest or take increase will surely live; but he who lends money 
on interest and takes increase, he will not live. Ezek. 18:8-13. 

8. He who does not put out his money at usury may dwell in the LORD'S holy nation. Psa. 15:1,5. 

9. Sons are not to suffer punishment for usury exacted by their fathers. Ezek. 18:14-17. 

16D- Buying and Selling 

1 . You are not to deal dishonestly or falsely with others when you buy and sell. Lev. 19:11; 2 Kings 22:7; Acts 
5:1-6. 

2. When you sell to your neighbor or buy from your neighbor, you shall not oppress one another. Lev. 25:14-17. 

3. You shall not be unrighteous or have unjust gain in trading, selling or buying. Prov 28:8; Isa. 33:15; Ezek. 28:4- 
8,18. 

4. Free enterprise is recognized in trading and selling of all kinds of wares. Gen. 42:34; Neh. 13:20; Prov. 31:24; Isa. 
23:8; Ezek. 27:12-24; Matt. 25:9,16: Luke 22:36. 

5. Better is a little with righteousness, than vast revenues without justice. Prov. 16:8. 

6. Ill-gotten gains do not profit. Prov. 10:2. 

16E-Taxes and Revenue 

1. Taxes are paid for the support of godly governments. Rom. 13:6. 

2. A poll tax can be levied according to a census taken on every man who is from 20 years old and up (and to be of a 
small amount). Exod. 30:12-15; Num. 3:40-51. 

3. All men subject to a poll tax are to pay the same amount (the rich shall not pay more, and the poor less). Exod. 
30:13-15. 

4. Every man shall give as he is able, according to the blessings God has given him (advalorem tax). Deut. 16:17; 1 
Cor. 16:1-2. 

5. Abusive and heavy taxation leads to rebellion by the people. 1 Kings 12:13-19. 

6. Abusive and heavy taxation causes an impoverished nation and burdensome debts. Neh. 5:1-5. 

7. Oppressive taxation is often due to the sins of the nation. Neh. 9:32-37. 

8. Tithes and offerings collected as taxes are to be put into the treasury. Neh. 10:38; Neh. 13:12-13. 

9. It is unlawful to impose a toll, tribute, or custom tax upon any priest or ministerial aide. Ezra 7:24. 

16F - Money 

1 . Money is to be of a standard fixed weight of a precious metal (silver, gold, etc.). Gen. 23:15-16; Exod. 30:13; 

Deut. 22:19; 1 Kings 10:14; 2 Kings 5:22-23; 2 Kings 6:25; Neh. 5:15; Jer. 32:9-10. 

2. Money (silver) is used in sale and purchase of land and commodities. Gen. 23:15-16; Deut. 2:6, 28; 2 Kings 4:7; 

2 Sam. 24:24; Ezra 7:17; Jer. 32:9, 25, 44; Acts 4:34-37. 

3. Money is to be paid for work done and labor performed. 2 Kings 12:11-15; 2 Kings 22:4-6; 2 Chron. 24:11-13; 
2Chron. 34:9-11 ; Ezra 3:7. 

I7A -Anger and Wrath (see also 3F, 31) 

1. Anger causes strife and transgression. Prov. 15:18; Prov. 29:8, 22; Prov. 30:33. 

2. Be not hasty in your spirit to be angry (be slow to anger). Eccl. 7:9; Prov. 15:18; Prov. 16:32; James 1:19-20. 

3. Anger without cause is condemned. Matt. 5:22. 

4. Wrath is characteristic of fools. Prov. 12:16; Prov. 14:16,29; Prov. 27:3; Eccl. 7:9. 

5. Be angry, and yet do not sin: do not let the sun go down on your wrath. Psa. 4:4; Eph. 4:26. 

6. Wrath is cruel. Gen. 49:7; Prov. 27:4. 

7. Cease from anger, and forsake wrath, let them be put away from you. Psa. 37:8; Eph. 4:31 ; Col. 3:8. 

8. A man's discretion makes him slow to anger, and it is to his glory to overlook transgression. Prov. 19:11 . 

9. Anger and wrath brings its own punishment. Job 5:2; Prov. 19:19; Prov. 25:28. 

10. A gentle answer turns away wrath, but a harsh word stirs up anger. Prov 15:1. 

11. Children are not to be provoked to anger. Eph. 6:4; Col. 3:21. 

12. He who is quick-tempered acts foolishly, but he who is slow to wrath has great understanding. Prov. 14:17,29. 

13. Anger can be justifiable, as exemplified by Christ-Mark 3:5. Jacob-Gen. 31:36. Moses-Exod. 11:18; 32:19; Lev. 
10:16; Nehemiah-Neh. 5:6; 13:17,25. 

14. Let every man be swift to hear, slow to speak, slow to wrath; for the wrath of man does not produce the 
righteousness of God. James 1:19-20. 
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17B - Envy 

1 . We are not to be envious of one another. Prov. 3:31 ; Rom. 1:28-29; Rom. 13:13; 2 Cor. 12:20; Gal. 5:26. 

2. Lay aside all envy. 1 Pet. 2:1. 

3. Envy is a work of the flesh. Gal. 5:19,21; James 4:5; Cor. 3:3. 

4. It is vain to be envious of the good deeds of other. Eccl. 4:4. 

5. Where envy and self-ambition exist, there will be confusion and every evil thing. James 3:16. 

6. Envy leads to hurt and punishment. Job 5:2; Prov. 14:30; Psa. 106:16-17; Isa. 26:11 . 

7. Envy leads to confusion and evil works. James 3:14-16. 

8. We are not to be envious of the prosperity of the wicked. Psa. 37:1; Psa. 73:3; Prov. 24:1,19-20. 

9. Let not your heart envy sinners, nor be envious of the workers of iniquity. Psa. 37:1; Prov. 23:17. 

10. If you have bitter envy and self ambition in your hearts, do not boast and lie against the truth. James 3:14. 

11. True love is not jealousy. 1 Cor. 13:4. 

12 Do not envy those who oppress others. Prov. 3:31. 

17C-Covetousness and Greed (see also 120 

1. Thou shall not covet thy neighbor's possessions. Exod. 20:17; Deut. 5:21; Rom. 7:7; Rom. 13:9. 

2. We are not to have a primary desire for earthly things. Matt. 6:25; Luke 12:22,29; Luke 21:34; John 6:27; Phil. 
3:19. 

3. Beware of those who are lovers of money. 2 Tim. 3:2. 

4. Worldly desires are an obstruction to the Gospel. Matt. 13:22; Luke 8:14; Luke 14:18-21. 

5. Corruption is the way of those who are greedy of gain. Prov. 1:16-19. 

6. He that is greedy of gain brings trouble to his own house. Prov. 15:27. 

7. Beware of covetousness, for a man's life consists not in an abundance of things he possess. Luke 12:15. 

8. He who loves money and increase will in his greed never be satisfied. Eccl. 5:10. 

9. Concern for the secular things of everyday life is unbecoming of a Christian soldier. Eph. 5:3; 2 Tim. 2:4. 

10. We should care about the things that are of God above the things of the world. 1 Cor 7:32-34; Col. 3:2. 

11. It is vanity to desire riches. Psa. 39:6; Eccl. 4:8. 

12. We are exhorted not to be greedy. Eph. 4:17-19. 

13. Labor not to be rich. Prov. 23:4. 

14. Covetousness comes from the heart and defiles the person. Ezek. 33:31 ; Mark 7:22-23. 

15. Covetousness is idolatry. Eph. 5:5; Col. 3:5. 

16. The love of money is the root of all evil, and causes one to wander from the faith. 1 Tim. 6:10. 

17. Covetousness leads to theft. Josh. 7:21; Mic. 2:2. 

18. He is condemned who covets evil gain for his own house. Hab. 2:9-10. 

19. Let your conduct be without covetousness, and be content with such things as you have. Heb. 13:5. 

20. God will punish covetousness and greedy gain. Job. 20:15; Isa. 5:8-10; Isa. 57:17; Jer. 22:17-19; Jer 51:13; Ezek. 
22:12-13; Mic. 2:2-3; Jude 1:11. 

21. Wisdom and understanding are to be desired above money. Prov. 16:16. 

17D -Conceit and Self-Righteousness (see also 12C, 171) 

1. Conceitedness in one's own wisdom reprovod. Prov. 3:7; Prov. 26:5; Isa. 5:21; Rom. 11:20,25; Rom. 12:16. 

2. Wealth produces conceited thoughts. Prov. 18:11; Prov. 28:11. 

3. Beware of those who are lovers of themselves. 2 Tim. 3:2. 

4. God does not take account of self-righteousness. Prov. 21:2 Luke 18:10-14. 

5. Self-righteousness condemned. Job. 9:20; Job 35:2-3; Prov. 30:11-12; Matt. 23:27-28; Phil. 3:7-10. 

6. Do not glory or trust in your riches. Psa. 49:6; Jer. 9:23. 

7. You are not to trust in the abundance of your riches, for he who trusts in his riches will fall. Psa. 52:7; Psa. 62:10; 
Prov. 11:28; 1 Tim. 6:17. 

8. The wicked boasts of his heart's desires. Psa. 10:3; Psa. 94:4. 

9. Not he who commends himself is approved, but he whom the Lord commends. 2 Cor. 10:18. 

10. Do not practice your righteousness or give alms (food, clothes, money, etc., give to the poor) before men so as to 
draw attention to your deed of mercy, otherwise you have no reward with God. Matt. 6:1-4. 

11. Do not boast about tomorrow, for you know not what a day may bring forth. Prov. 27:1. 

12. Do not go about to establish your own righteousness, but submit yourselves to the righteousness of God. 

Rom. 10:3. 

13. All boasting and bragging is wicked. James 4:16. 
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14. We are not to justify ourselves. Luke 16:15. 

15. We should not believe in our own righteousness. Deut. 9:4. 

16. Self-righteousness provokes God to anger. Isa. 65:3,5. 

17. The boastful shall not stand in God's sight. Psa. 5:5. 

18. To seek one's own glory is not glory. Prov. 25:27. 

19. Let another man praise you, and not your own mouth, a stranger, and not your own lips. Prov. 27:2. 

20. Do not be wise in your own eyes or prudent in your own sight. Prov. 3:7; Prov. 26:12; Isa. 5:21. 

21. The way of a fool is right in his own eyes, but he who heeds counsel is wise. Prov. 12:15. 

17E- Patience 

1. Patience, long-suffering and temperance exhorted and commended. Eccl. 7:8; Eph. 4:2; Col. 1:11; Col. 3:12; 

1 Thes. 5:14; 2 Tim. 3:10; Titus 2:2; 1 Pet 1:6; Rev. 2:2-3. 

2. Rashness and quick-temperedness exalts folly. Prov. 14:29. 

3. Trials of Christians leads to patience. Rom. 5:3-4; James 1:3-4. 

4. When you do what is right and suffer for it, if you patiently endure it, this is commendable before God. 1 Pet. 2:20. 

5. Be not rash with what you speak and do. Eccl. 5:2; Acts 19:36. 

6. Patience is to be exercised in running the race set before us. Heb. 12:1. 

7. We are to be patient in tribulation. Rom. 12:12. 

8. Christian faith and hope for the salvation of God and the coming of the Lord requires patience. Psa. 37:7; Psa. 40:1; 
Lam. 3:26; Rom. 8:25; 1 Cor 1:7; Gal. 5:5; 2 Thes. 3:5; James 5:7-8. 

9. We are to pursue patience. 1 Tim. 6:11. 

10. A servant of Christ is to be patient. 2 Tim. 2:24. 

11. The test of your faith produces patience. James 1:3. 

17F - Stubbornness 

1. Circumcise the foreskin of your heart, and be no more stiff-necked. Deut. 10:16. 

2. Stubbornness towards the words of the LORD is as iniquity and idolatry. 1 Sam. 15:23. 

3. Speak not with a stiff neck. Psa. 75:5. 

4. He who hardens his neck after much reproof will suddenly be destroyed beyond remedy. Prov. 29:1. 

5. Those who are stiff-necked reject God and his law and become vain by following heathen ways. 2 Kings 17:14-17. 

6. Beware of those that are headstrong. 2 Tim. 3:4. 

7. Be not stiff-necked as your fathers were, but yield yourselves to the LORD. 2 Chron. 30:8. 

17G-Pride (see also 17D. 1711 

1. Pride is a sin and is hateful to God. Prov. 6:16-17; Prov. 16:5; Prov. 21:4,24; Isa. 23:9; Jer. 50:31-32. 

2. Pride is not of God but is of the world. 1 John 2:26. 

3. The inexperienced tend to be filled with pride. 1 Tim. 3:6. 

4. Through pride the wicked will not seek after or acknowledge God. Psa. 1D:4. 

5. Pride causes contention and stirs up strife. Prov. 13:10; Prov. 28:25. 

6. We are not to respect those that are proud. Psa. 40:4; Psa. 101:5. 

7. Pride defiles a man. Mark 7:20,22. 

8. Beware of those that are proud. 2 Tim. 3:2. 

9. Pride and arrogance are contrary to wisdom. Prov. 8:12-13. 

10. The pride of your heart will deceive you. Obad. 1:3. 

11. Pride and arrogance is reproved and forbidden. Exod. 18:11; 1 Sam. 2:3; Matt. 23:12; Rom. 12:3. 

12. Pride stems from the possession of wealth and power. Lev. 26:19; 2 Kings 20:13; Ezek. 30:6. 

13. Pride and arrogance brings decline, punishment and destruction. 2 Sam. 22:28; Psa. 18:27; Prov. 16:18; Prov. 
18:12; Isa. 2:11 -17; Isa. 3:16-17; Isa. 13:11 ; Isa. 28:1,3; Jer. 13:9; Hos. 5:5; Zeph. 2:10-11; Mai. 4:1; Luke 1:51. 

14. Prom out of the heart proceeds pride. Mark 7:2-22. 

15. Those who are rich are not to be haughty. 1 Tim. 6:17. 

16. Beware of those that are haughty. 2 Tim. 3:4. 

17. A haughty look or attitude is regarded as a sin. Prov. 21:4,24. 

18. Do not endure one who has a haughty look and a proud heart. Psa. 101:5. 

19. A haughty heart leads to destruction. Prov. 18:12. 

17H-Lust and Carnal Nature of Man (see also 12C) 

1. Abstain from lusts and from following the carnal nature of man. 1 Cor. 3:3; 1 Cor. 10:6; 1 Pet. 2:11; Jude 1 :16. 
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2. The carnal mind and friendship with the world is condemned as being enmity against God and His law. Rom. 8:7- 

8 ; 

Col. 2:18; James 4:4. 

3. The lusts of the flesh are contrary to the Spirit (so walk in the Spirit, and you shall not fulfill the lust of the flesh). 
John 3:6; Rom. 8:1-2; Gal. 5:16-17. 

4. Beware that those of a carnal mind do not beguile you. Col. 2:8,18. 

5. Do not to lust after the beauty of women. Job 31:1; Prov. 6:25; Matt. 5:28. 

6. You are to set your mind on the things of God, and not on the things of men. Matt. 16:23. 

7. A carnal way leads to punishment and abandonment by God. Num. 11:4-34; Psa. 78:17-31 ; Psa. 81:11-12; Psa. 
106:14-15; 1 Tim. 6:9. 

8. Lust produces wars and murder. James 4:1-2. 

9. The cares and pleasures of this world, and lusts of things, pervert and choke one's faith in the word of God. Matt. 

13:22; Mark 4:19; Luke 8:14; 2 Tim. 4:3; 2 Pet. 3:2-5; Jude 16, 18. 

10. Sin rather than good dwells in the flesh (carnal nature) of man. Rom. 7:17-20,25. 

11. The problems of lust from the Bible should serve as examples which are not to be followed. 1 Cor. 10:6-11. 

12. Lusts, being deceitful, draw and entice men to sin. Eph. 4:22; James 1:14-14; 2 Pet 2:18. 

13. Evil and lust comes from within the heart of men. Gen. 6:5; Gen. 8:21 ; 1 Kings 8:38-39; Jer. 17:9; Matt. 15:19; 
Mark 7:15, 21-22. 

14. We are not to lust after worldly things or conform to them, for they are of the flesh and not of God. Rom. 12:2; 

1 John 2:15-17. 

15. The grace of GOD teaches us that, denying ungodliness and worldly lusts, we should live soberly, righteously, and 
godly in the present age. Titus 2:11-12. 

16. Avoid worldly wisdom, for the wisdom of this world is foolishness with God. 1 Cor. 3:18-19. 

17. The lust of the flesh is condemned as making one wicked. Eph. 2:3. 

18. Those who do the works of the flesh shall not inherit the kingdom of God. Gal. 5:19-21. 

19. We should not submit to or obey the lusts of the flesh but rather obey Christ and follow righteousness. Rom. 
6:11-13; Rom. 13:13-14; 2 Tim. 2:22. 

171 - Humility and Meekness (see also 17D, 17G) 

1. We should seek and display meekness. Zeph. 2:3; Col. 3:12; Titus 3:2. 

2. Christians are to be meek as Christ was. Matt. 11 :29; Matt. 21:5; 2 Cor. 10:1. 

3. God requires that you walk humbly with Him. Mic. 6:8. 

4. Blessed are the meek: for they shall inherit the earth. Psa. 37:11; Matt. 5:5. 

5. Do not set your mind on high things, but associate with the humble. Rom. 12:16. 

6. No man should glory or boast before God. 1 Cor. 1:29. 

7. Meekness is the fruit of the Spirit. Gal. 5:22-23; 

8. GOD resists the proud and scornful, but gives grace to the humble. Prov. 3:34; James 4:6; 1 Pet. 5:5. 

9. Receive the word of God with meekness. James 1:21. 

10. The reward of humility and the fear of Christ is riches, honor and life. Prov. 18:12; Prov. 22:4; Isa. 29:19. 

11. Boasting is reproved. Psa. 49:6; Psa. 52:1; Psa. 94:4; Prov. 20:14; Prov. 25: 14; Prov. 27: 1 ;lsa. 10:16; Jer. 9:23; 
Rom. 1:30; Rom. 11:18; 1 Cor. 4:7; 2 Cor 10:12; 2 Tim. 3:2; James 3:5-6; James 4:16. 

12. God will bring down high looks. Psa. 18:27. 

13. Do not justify yourselves before men, for that which is highly esteemed among men is an abomination in the sight 
of God. Luke 16:15. 

14. Humility is a characteristic of the godly and is regarded by GOD. Job 22:29; Psa. 9:12; Psa. 1:17; Psa. 34:2; 

Psa. 138:6; Prov. 3:34; Prov. 16:19; Isa. 57:15; Isa. 66:2; Eph. 4:1-2; Col. 3:12; James 4:6; 1 Pet. 5:5. 

15. It is not profitable to boast. 2 Cor. 12:1. 

16. A man's pride will bring him low, but a humble spirit will retain honor. Prov. 29:23. 

17. When pride comes, then comes shame, but with the humble is wisdom. Prov. 11:2. 

18. Do not think of yourself more highly than you ought to think, but think soberly. Rom. 12:2; Gal. 6:3. 

19. Whoever exalts himself shall be humbled; and whoever humbles himself shall be exalted. Ezek 17:24; Matt. 

23:12; Luke 14:11; Luke 18:14. 

20. Humble yourselves in the sight of God that He may exalt you in due time. Matt. 18:4: James 4:10; 1 Pet. 5:6. 

21. Temporal judgments are averted by humility. 2 Chron. 7:14; 2 Chron. 12:6-7. 

17J - Slothfulness (See also 13B. 130 
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1. Slothfulness brings one into bondage. Prov. 12:24. 

2. Slothfulness magnifies obstacles. Prov. 10:26; Prov. 15:19; Prov. 22:13. 

3. If any would not work, neither should he eat. 2 Thes. 3:10. 

4. Slothfulness brings hardship and destruction. Prov. 21:25. 

5. Slothfulness and idleness leads to want, poverty and hunger. Prov. 6:6-11 ; Prov. 10:4; Prov. 13:4; Prov. 18:9; 

Prov. 19:15; Prov. 24:30-34; Eccl. 10:18. 

6. Exhortations against slothfulness. Prov. 6:4; Prov. 26:13-16; Rom. 13:11; 1 Thes. 5:6; Eleb. 6:12. 

7. Be not slothful in business. Rom. 12:11. 

8. We are not to give false excuses for being slothful. Prov. 20:4,13; Prov. 26:13-16. 

17K-Hypocrisy 

1. Do not be hypocritical in serving God or in living a godly life. Matt. 23:13-33. 

2. Hypocrisy is condemned as causing apostasy. 1 Tim. 4:1-2. 

3. God has no pleasure in hypocrites. Isa. 9:17. 

4. A hypocrite shall not come before God. Job 13:16. 

5. We are not to have hypocritical leaders because they ensnare the people. Job. 34:30. 

6. Christian growth requires you set aside all hypocrisies. 1 Pet. 2:1-2. 

7. A hypocrite is destructive to others. Prov. 11 :9. 

8. Beware of the principles of hypocrisy. Luke 12:1. 

9. Punishment due to hypocrites. Job 15:34; Isa. 10:5-6; Jer. 42:20-22; Matt. 24:51. 

17L - Selfishness 

1. He that wishes one well but does not give to him what he needs exhibits selfishness. James 2:15-16; 1 John 3:17. 

2. We should not desire to please ourselves. Rom. 15:1; 2 Tim. 3:2. 

3. A servant of God is to act for the benefit or profit of others. Isa. 56:11; 1 Cor 10:33. 

4. Selfishness is inconsistent with the communion of Christians. Rom. 12:4-4; 1 Cor. 12:12-27. 

5. Let us not please ourselves, but let every one of us please his neighbor. Rom. 15:1-3. 

6. No one should merely seek or look out for his own interest, but also for the interests of others. 1 Cor. 10:24; Phil. 
2:4. 

7. The selfish shall receive punishment according to their ways. Prov. 21:13. 

17M-Revenge and Vengeance 

1. You are not to personally avenge or bear any grudge against your brethren. Lev. 19:18; Prov. 24:29. 

2. Repay to no man evil for evil. Rom. 12:17; 1 Thes. 5:15; 1 Pet. 3:9. 

3. Avenge not yourselves, for vengeance is in GOD's hands. Deut. 32:35; Psa. 16:47; Psa. 94:1, Jer. 46:9-10; Ecch. 
25:12-17; Nah. 1:2; Luke 18:7; Rom. 12:19; 1 Thes. 4:6; Heb.l0:30. 

4. Trust in God instead of taking revenge. Prov. 20:22. 

5. God will repay with affliction and tribulation those who persecute cute and afflict you because of your faith. 2 
Thes. 

1:4-9. 

6. We should keep others from taking revenge. 1 Sam. 24:4-7; 1 Sam. 26:9. 

7. Revenge often brings punishment. Ezek. 25:15-17; Amos 1:11-12. 

8. We should pray to God for His vengeance against those that unjustly inflict us. Jer. 11 :19-20; Jer. 20:10-12. 

18A-Land and Real Estate (see also 9D, 9E) 

1. The earth and all realty and things on it belong to God. Gen. 14:19,22; Exod. 19:5; Lev. 25:23; Deut. 10:14; Psa. 
24:1; Psa. 50:10-12; Psa. 89:11; 1 Cor. 10:26,28. 

2. Land can be sold but not permanently. You shall grant a redemption for all the land in your possession (the 
original owner has the right to buy back land he sold). Lev. 25:23-24. 

3. In the year of the Jubilee (every fiftieth year) land is to be returned to the person, or his rightful heirs or family, that 
originally possessed the land. Lev. 25:10,13-17,28,31,33-34. 

4. If a house in the city is sold, it can be redeemed (bought back) within a year. After that the house is unredeemable 
and shall belong permanently to him who bought it. It will not return to the seller in the Jubilee. Lev. 25:29-30. 

5. Houses in the rural or country regions may be redeemed at any time, and they shall be released in the Jubilee. Lev. 
25:31. 

6. If one becomes poor and is unable to redeem his land, a kinsmen of his may redeem for him what he had sold. Lev. 
25:25; Ruth 4:3-4; Jer. 32:7. 

7. If one has no means by which to pay the purchaser of his property the redemption money, then what was sold shall 
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remain in the hand of him who bought it until the year of Jubilee. Lev. 25:28. 

8. Transfer of land to be by signed deed in the presence of witnesses. Jer 32:8-12. 

9. Deeds to land are to be preserved as a record. Jer. 32:14. 

10. Silver used to buy land. Gen. 23:13-16; Josh. 24:32; Jer. 32:9. 

11. Do not to remove established landmarks and boundaries. Deut. 19:14; Deut. 27:17; Job 24:2; Prov. 22:28; Prov. 
23:10. 

12. You should take appropriate precautions of any dangerous situation on your land which might cause damage or 
injury to other persons or their property. Exod. 21:33-34; Deut. 22:8. 

13. The mortgage of land and homes brings one into bondage. Neh. 5:1-5. 

14. Restitution is required for damage done to one's land or crops. Exod. 22:5-6, 

18B - Property Rights and Theft 

1. You shall not steal another's property. Exod. 20:15; Lev. 19:11,13; Psa. 62:10; Prov. 21:7; Amos 3:10; Deut. 
5:19; Matt. 19:18; Mark 10:19; Luke 18:20; Rom. 13:9; 1 Cor. 6:10; 1 Pet. 4:15. 

2. Theif from the poor is especially forbidden. Prov. 22:22. 

3. A thief is cursed by God and to be cut off from the people. Jer. 7:9-15; Zech. 5:3-4; 1 Cor. 6:10. 

4. Theft proceeds from the heart and defiles a man. Matt 15:19-20. 

5. One who is judged to have stolen property is to repay double to the owner. Exod. 22:7-9. 

6. If one strikes a thief found breaking in a building and he dies, there shall be no guilt upon him for murder. Exod. 
22 : 2 . 

7. We are exhorted to stop theft in the land by having a thief labor with his hands. Eph. 4:28. 

8. We should not despise one who steals due to hunger, though he must restore sevenfold of what he took. Prov. 6:30. 

19A - Lawsuits and Court Procedure 

1. Ordinary cases submitted to judges. Deut 25:1-2. 

2. Both sides of a case are to be heard-He that answers a matter before he hears it, it is folly and shame to him. Prov. 
18:13. 

3. The judges shall make diligent inquisition and investigation into the case before them. Deut. 19:18; Deut. 21:1-3. 

4. One cannot be tried and sentenced without an accuser indicating the charges against him. Acts 23:35; Acts 
25:16,27. 

5. Some exceptional cases are to be tried by the priests. Deut. 17:8-12; Deut. 21:1-5. 

6. Extreme cases are submitted to the LORD. Num. 5:11-31; Deut. 1:17. 

7. For all manner of trespasses concerning property, the cause of both parties shall come before the judges. Exod. 

22:9. 

8. Suits against brethren should be avoided especially when tried before unbelievers. 1 Cor. 6:1-8. 

9. No man is to be judged until the court hears from him his case and knows the facts of what he has done. John 7:51. 

10. Do not go hastily to court to argue your case. Reflect what may be the result should your neighbor prevail against 
you. So discuss your case with your neighbor. Prov. 25:8-9. 

11. A thorough investigation is to be made before accusing anyone of a serious crime, or convicting him of it. Deut. 
13:14; Deut. 17:3-5. 

12. Appeals can be made in difficult or important matters to a higher or more capable authority. Exod. 18:22,26; Deut. 
1:17; Deut. 17:8-9. 

13. When you appeal a case, you are to abide by the decision or verdict of the appellate Judge or court. Deut. 

17:10-11. 

14. The congregation of the people (jury) can judge matters in a criminal case. Num. 35:12,24-25. 

15. There shall be no contempt of court. Deut. 17:12,13; Rom. 13:1-3; Titus 3:1. 

16. An inquest is to be made of a person found slain when it is not known who has killed him. Deut. 21 :1 -9. 

17. Do not contend with a man in court without cause, if he has done you no harm. Prov. 3:30. 

19B-Judgment Guidelines (see also 4F) 

1. The aim of judgments in civil disputes should be to justify the righteous and condemn the wicked. Deut. 25:1; 

2 Chron. 6:22-23; Prov. 17:15; Prov. 18:5. 

2. Judgments are to adhere to a just and standard system of weights, measurements, and balances. Lev. 19:35-36. 

3. Execute true judgment between man and man. Ezek. 18:8; Zech. 7:9. 

4. The man who will act presumptuously and will not listen to the proper authorities or the judges, should be put to 
death. Deut. 17:12-13; Num. 15:30-31. 

5. Controversies are to be judged according to God's judgments. Ezek. 44:24. 
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6. Judge not according to the outward appearance of things. 1 Sam. 16:7; Matt. 23:27-28; John 7:24; 2 Cor. 10:7. 

7. Ignorance of a crime or breaking a law unintentional do not excuse the crime or eliminate punishment. Lev. 

4:27-29; Lev. 5: 15-19; Num. 15:27-28. 

8. One who does anything unintentionally or out of ignorance is to be given a lighter sentence than a person who does 
anything defiantly or with outright contempt of the law.. Num. 15:29-31; Luke 12:47-48. 

9. Fathers shall not be put to death for the crimes of their children, neither shall the children be put to death for the 
crimes of their father. Deut 24:16; 2 Kings 14:6; 2 Chron. 25:4; Jer. 31:29-30; Ezek. 18:20. 

10. You shall not be afraid in any man's presence, for the judgment is God's. Deut. 1:17. 

11. Do not show partiality in judgment. Exod. 23:3; Lev. 19:15; Deut. 16:19; Prov. 24:23. 

19C - Damages and Restitution 

1. The restitution and punishment should be according to the crime- life for life, eye for eye, tooth for tooth, wound 

for wound, stripe for stripe. Exod. 21:23,25; Lev. 24:17-20; Deut. 19:21. 

2. Stolen livestock which is slaughtered is to be repaid four or five times. Exod. 22:1. 

3. Stolen livestock which is found alive in the thiefs possession is to be repaid double. Exod. 22:4. 

4. If one man's animal kills another man's animal, then the live animal is to be sold and the money equally divided 
between them. Exod. 21:35. 

5. If property or money is left in another's possession and is stolen, but the thief is not caught, then the judges will 
determine if the items were stolen by the one in possession of the goods. If stolen by the one in possession then he 
will pay double. Exod. 22:7-9. 

6. Fines are to be assessed by judges for some personal injuries. Exod. 21:22. 

7. If a man causes injury or blemish to another, he shall have the same injury done to him. Lev. 24:19-20; Deut. 

19:21. 

8. If a thief is caught breaking in a building and is killed, the killer is not guilty of the crime of murder. Exod. 22:2. 

9. If two men are quarreling and one injures the other, he shall compensate the injured party for his loss of time and 
shall provide for him until he is completely healed. Exod. 21:18-19. 

10. A thief shall pay double for stolen property. Exod. 22:7,9. 

11. Restitution is required for acts done out of ignorance. Lev. 5:15-16. 

12. If a man delivers an animal to his neighbor to keep for him and it is injured or dies while in his possession, he 
shall make full restitution. But if the owner is with the animal, he shall not make restitution. Exod. 22:14. 

13. If a man lets his animal loose so that it grazes in another man's field, he shall make restitution from the best of his 
own field. Exod. 22:5. 

14. Whoever kills another's animal shall make it good, animal for animal. Lev. 24:18,21. 

15. If one gains property or money by way of a false report, lying, deceit, or extortion, he shall make full restitution 
plus an additional fifth part of its value. Lev. 6:2-5 

16. If a man starts a fire which causes damages, he is to make restitution for all that is destroyed by the fire. Exod. 
22 : 6 . 

17. If a pregnant woman is inadvertently struck and as a result gives birth prematurely, yet no lasting harm follows, 

the 

one who struck her is to be fined as the woman's husband may demand of him and he shall pay as the judges 
decide. But if any lasting harm follows, then you shall give life for life. Exod. 21:22-23: 

18. If a thief is unable to make restitution for his theft, then he shall be put in servitude to pay what he owes with his 
labor. Exod. 22:3.. 

19. In civil trespasses involving property deceitfully obtained, the person guilty shall confess his crime and make 
restitution in full for his wrong, and add to it one-fifth of it, and give it to him whom he has wronged. Lev. 6:1-5; 
Num. 5:5-7. 

20. A personal trespass that results in a loss of property is to be repaid in the principal amount plus an additional 
fifth part added to it. Num. 5:6-7. 

21. Laws regarding recompense for trespasses. Lev. 5; Lev. 12; Lev. 14; Lev. 15. 

19D-Modes of Punishment 

1. Death for murder. Exod. 21:12; Lev. 24:21; Num. 35:16-21, 30,31,33; Ezra 7:26. 

2. Scourging or whipping (not to exceed forty stripes). Lev. 19:20; Deut. 25:1-3; 

3. Stoning. Lev. 20:2; Lev. 24:14; Josh. 7:25; 1 Kings 21:10. 

4. Flanging. Gen. 40:22; Num. 25:4; Deut. 21:22-23; Ezra 6:11; Esth. 2:23. 

5. Burning. Gen. 38:24; Lev. 20:14; Lev. 21:9; Josh. 7:25. 
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6. Beheading. 2 Kings 6:31; 2 Kings 10:7. 

7. Mutilation (dismemberment). Deut. 25:11-12. 

8. Confiscation of goods. Ezra 7:26; Ezra 10:8. 

9. Banishment. Ezra 7:26; Ezra 10:8. 

10. Compensation and restitution for lost time, property damage or injury. Exod. 21:18-19,22,32-36; Exod. 22:12-15. 

19E-Exccution of Punishment 

1. A sentence is to be executed speedily. Deut. 25:2-3; Ezra 7:26. 

2. One found guilty of breaking the law can be confined or placed under guard until execution of sentence. Num. 
15:34. 

3. Slay not the innocent or the righteous. Exod. 23:7. 

4. Punishment executed by a state executioner (revenger of blood).. Num. 35:21,27; Rom. 13:3-4. 

5. Punishment administered by the people (the men of the city). Deut. 17:7; Deut. 21:21; Josh. 7:25. 

6. Punishment executed by civil leaders. 1 Sam. 15:33. 

7. Punishment by officer of the court. Deut. 25:2. 

8. You shall take no ransom for the life of a murderer who is guilty of death, but he shall surely be put to death (no 
parole or prison sentence). Num. 35:31. 

9. If one is hanged, his body shall not remain overnight on the tree, but you shall bury him that day. Deut. 21:22-23; 
Josh. 10:26-27. 

10. No punishment allowed by lynch mobs. Exod. 23:2. 

11. No pity is to be given in the execution of punishment. Deut. 19:13,21; Deut. 25:12. 

12. Those guilty of transgressing the law are to be rebuked and punished in the presence of all the people, so that 
others may be fearful of sinning. Deut. 19:19-20; 1 Tim. 5:20. 

20A-Qffice and Duty of Ministers 

1. To possess the written law of God. Deut. 31:9. 

2. Priests are to keep GOD's law and statutes in all his assemblies. Ezek. 44:24. 

3. To perform service at the alter in the sanctuary. Num. 18:7. 

4. Priests are to hallow GOD's Sabbaths. Ezek. 44:24. 

5. The proper vestures to be worn by a priest. Exod. 28:39-43; Lev. 6:10-11; Lev. 16:4, 23-24; Ezek 44:17-19. 

6. Priests are not to drink vine or intoxicating drink before entering into the tabernacle or inner court of the sanctuary 
to minister. Lev. 10:9; Ezek. 44:21. 

7. A priest is to teach the people the difference between holy and profane and to discern between unclean and clean. 
Lev. 10:10; Ezek. 44:23; 1 Tim. 3:2; 2 Tim. 1:11. 

8. New priests are to be anointed; consecrated and sanctified. Exod. 29:33,35,37,44; Lev. 8:12, 33; Lev. 21:8. 

9. Ministers are to teach the people all the laws and statutes of God. Lev. 10:11; 2 Chron. 17:8-9; Neh. 8:1-2; Matt. 
28:20. 

10. Priests are to bless the people. Num. 6:22-27. 

11. In a controversy between those of the church the priests shall stand in judgment, and shall judge it according to 
God's judgment. Ezek. 44:24. 

12. Priests are not to teach or instruct for hire or for a price. Mic. 3:10-11. 

13. Pastors, as messengers of God, are to feed the people with knowledge and understanding. Jer. 3:15; Mai. 2:7. 

14 If anyone ministers, let him do it as with the ability which God supplies. 1 Pet. 4:10-11. 

15. Priests are to keep the charge of the sanctuary and tabernacle of the congregation and Keep it supplied and in 
proper order. Exod. 27:21 ; Lev. 24:3-8; Num. 3:38; Num. 18:5. 

16. Priests are to wash themselves with water before they go into the tabernacle of the congregation or come to the 
alter to minister. Exod. 30:18-21; Lev. 16:4,24. 

17. Ministers should be preachers of righteousness. 2 Pet. 2:5. 

18. Ministers should give thanks to God for their appointment to the ministry. 1 Tim. 1:12. 

19. A priest shall not go near the holy things which have been sanctified or dedicated to the LORD while he has 
uncleanness upon him. Lev. 22:3-8. 

20B-Qualifications and Attributes of Priests 

1. The office of priesthood is not to be filled by one who has recently become a Christian. 1 Tim. 3:6. 

2. Ministers are not to profane the name of their God. Lev. 21:6. 

3. Priests are not to defile or profane themselves. Lev. 21:1-4,15. 

4. Priests are to be males of at least thirty years of age. 2 Chron. 31:16. 

PAGE 36 OF 43. 



5. Priests are not to marry a whore, widow, divorced woman or profane woman, but shall marry a virgin of his own 
people. Lev. 21:7,13-14; Ezek. 44:22. 

6. A minister must be blameless, vigilant, sober, just, holy, self-controlled, of good behavior, given to hospitality, and 
able to teach and exhort. 1 Tim. 3:2; Titus 1 :7-9. 

7. A minister must not be addicted to alcohol, violent or quick-tempered, greedy for money, quarrelsome, or covetous. 

1 Tim. 3:3; Titus 1:7-8. 

8. Must be of a good reputation outside the church. 1 Tim. 3:7. 

9. Priests are not to make themselves bald, shave off the comer of their beard or make any cuttings in their flesh. Lev. 
21:5. 

10. Priests are not to let their hair grow long. Ezek. 44:20. 

11. A priest shall not profane his posterity among his people. Lev. 21:15. 

12. A priest shall not eat anything that died of itself or has been tom in pieces. Ezek. 44:31. 

13. Disabilities and deformities not allowed for the priesthood: No blemish, blind man, lame, disfigured face, 
defomied limb, having a broken foot or hand, a hunchback or dwarf, a blemish in his eye, having eczema, or scabs, 
or crushed testicles. Lev. 21:16-23.. 

14. Priests to be of an of an unpolluted genealogy. Ezra 2:61-62. 

15. A stranger alien who comes near the priests office or the tabernacle shall be put to death. Num. 3:10,38. 

16. Ministers should not use flattery. 1 Thes. 2:5. 

17. A minister must be one who rules well his own house. 1 Tim. 3:4-5. 

18. A priest's daughter that plays the whore is to be burnt with fire. Lev. 21:9. 

19. Pastors should hold fast to sound words. 2 Tim. 1:13; Titus 1:9. 

20. Ministers should mourn for the release of heathen control and rule over the nation. Joel 2:17. 

20C-Duty and Purpose of the Church 

1. The members of the church are to be as one body with one and the same Spirit as Christ's body. Rom. 12:5; 1 Cor. 
10:17; 1 Cor. 12:11-31; Eph. 4:4. 

2. A church body should labor with perseverance for the sake of Christ's name. Rev. 2:3. 

3. The church is to assist only those widows that are not in the care of anyone. 1 Tim. 5:16. 

4. A church body is not to be lukewarm in its beliefs, but be either hot or cold regarding them. Rev. 3:15-16. 

5. The church is to make known the wisdom of God to civil leaders. Eph. 3:10. 

6. The house of God is to be a house of prayer. Matt. 21:13; Mark 11:17; Luke 19:46. 

7. Christ is the head of the church. Eph. 5:23,29-30. 

8. It is an abomination to do evil practices in God's house. 2 Chron. 36:14; Jer. 7:30. 

9. The church is to be the pillar and ground of the truth. 1 Tim. 3:15. 

10. A church is to be for the purpose of teaching. Mark 12:35; Acts 5:21; Acts 11:26; 1 Cor. 4:17; 1 Cor. 14:19; 

1 Cor. 12:28. 

20D-Guidelines for Church Assembly 

1. No one who is in any way unclean should enter the house of the LORD. 2 Chron. 23:19. 

2. No one who is emasculated, or has his male organ cut off, shall enter the assembly of the LORD. Deut. 23:1. 

3. A bastard (mongrel) shall not enter into the congregation of the LORD; even to his tenth generation. Deut. 23:2. 

4. No Ammonite or Moabite (those of another race) shall enter the assembly of the LORD; none of their descendants, 
even to the tenth generation, shall ever enter the assembly of the LORD. Deut. 23:3; Neh. 13:1. 

5. Women are to keep silence in the churches; for it is not permitted for them to speak, but they may speak through 
their husbands. 1 Cor. 14:34-35. 

6. Women are not to teach in the church. 1 Tim. 2:11-12. 

7. You shall not plant a grow of any trees near the alter of the LORD, your God. Deut. 16:21. 

8. Each member of the church or assembly of God is to use their gifts for the edification of the church. 1 Cor. 14:5,12. 

9. Give no offense to the church of God. 1 Cor. 10:32. 

10. A church is not to have those within it who hold to the doctrine of Balaam. Rev. 2:14. 

20E-Tithes and Offerings 

1. A tenth part of all increase is to be given as a tithe. Gen. 14:20; Gen. 28:22; Num. 18:21; Heb. 7:2,4. 

2. All offerings and things devoted to God as tithes are given to the priest and their aides. Gen. 14:18-20; Num. 
18:8-19,21,24; 2 Chron. 31:4-6,12-19; Neh. 10:37; Heb. 7:5. 

3. We are to honor God by bringing the choice first fruits of our land into the house of God, so He may bring 
prosperity to us. Exod. 23:19; Mai. 3:10-12; Prov. 8:9-10. 
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4. Withholding tithes and offerings to God is considered as robbing God. Mai. 3:8. 

5. Do not try to purchase gifts of God with money and offerings. Acts 8:18-21 . 

6. A tenth of all the produce of the land is to be tithed to God. Lev. 27:30; Deut. 14:22; 2 Chron. 31:5. 

7. A tenth of all cattle and farm animals are to be tithed to God. Lev. 27:32; 2 Chron. 31:6. 

8. If a man wishes to redeem part of his tithe, he shall add to it one-fifth of it. Lev. 27:31. 

9. You shall not bring the hire of a harlot or the wages of a dog (male prostitute) into the house of the LORD your 
God for any pledge, vow or tithe. Deut 23:18. 

10. Tithes of food and first fruits of the land are to be eaten by all the people, the foreigners, and the poor as a feast 
to God. Deut. 12:6-7,11-12; Deut. 14:23,28-29; Deut. 26:10-11 . 

11. Those that labor in preaching and teaching the word of God or in doing his work, are entitled to a good wage for 
their work. 2 Chron. 34:9-12,17; 1 Tim. 5:17-18. 

12. Priests and ministerial aides are to give a tenth of the tithes they receive. Num. 18:25-30. 

13. Tithes are to be given to the priests and ministerial aides so that they may devote themselves to the law of God. 
Num. 18:21-24; 2 Chron. 31:4; Neh. 10:37-39; Heb. 7:5. 

14. At the end of three years, you shall give the tithe of your increase to the ministerial aides, the sojourners, the 
orphans and widows in the land that they may eat. Deut. 26:12. 

20F -Warnings Regarding Priests and Prophets 

1. Beware of false prophets, which come to you in sheep's clothing but inwardly they are ravening wolves. Matt. 7:15; 
Matt. 24:11,24; Mark 13:22. 

2. Beware of those that honor Christ with words but teach as their doctrines the precepts and traditions of men. Matt. 
15:8-9. 

3. Bad pastors can cause the people to go astray and become devoured by their adversaries. Jer. 23:1-2; Jer. 50:6-7. 

4. Lying pastors and those that withhold the truth of God's word are cursed for causing national apostasy. Jer. 23:1-2. 

5. Those that boast are false apostles of Christ. 2 Cor. 11:12-13. 

6. Preachers who preach to please men are not a servant of Christ. Gal. 1:10. 

7. Beware lest any deceive you through philosophy, according to the traditions of men, and not according to Christ. 
Col. 2:8. 

8. Take heed that no preacher, theologian, or teacher deceive you; for many shall come in Christ's name and shall 
deceive many. Jer. 29:8-9; Matt. 24:4-5; Mark 13:5-6. 

9. Beware of pastors that feed themselves and become fat (wealthy) but do not feed (instruct) the people and will 
neglect their needs. Ezek. 34:2-4,10. 

10. Do not believe every spirit, but test the spirits, whether they are of God; for there are many false prophets. 

1 John 4:1. 

21A-Duties of Masters and Servants 

1. You are not to oppress the hired servant that is poor and needy, whether he be of thy brethren or a stranger, but 
shall give him his due wages. Deut. 24:14-15; Jer. 22:13. 

2. The laborer is worthy of his hire. Luke 10:7; 1 Tim. 5:18. 

3. Dutiful servants are to be honored. Prov. 27:18. 

4. The wages of a hired man are not to be detained but paid to him the same day. Lev 19:13; Deut. 24:15. 

5. Masters are to give to their servants that which is just and fair. Col. 4:1. 

6. Masters are to treat servants well and not to threaten them. Eph. 6:9. 

7. God will avenge those who keep back the wages of their hirelings through fraud and exploitation. Mai. 3:5; 

James 5:4. 

8. You shall not rule over a servant with rigor or severity, but you shall fear your God. Lev. 25:43. 

9. When a servant departs from your service, you shall not let him go away empty-handed, you shall supply him 
liberally from your estate. Deut. 15:13-14. 

21B-Rules Regarding Servants 

1. Servants and employees are not to work on the Sabbath. Exod. 20:10; Deut. 5: 12-14. 

2. A faithful servant should be given authority and a part of the inheritance. Gen. 41:40-43; Prov. 17:2. 

3. No man can serve two masters. Matt. 6:24; Luke 16:13. 

4. Your own brethren are not to be compelled to serve as a slave but shall be treated as a hired servant. 

Lev. 25:39-40,42. 

5. Do not accuse a servant to his master, lest he curse you and you be found guilty. Prov. 30:10. 

6. A maidservant betrothed to her master can be redeemed but cannot be sold to a foreign nation. Exod. 21:8. 
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7. Those of your race can be in service to you for only six years and are to be freed in the seventh year. Exod. 21:2; 
Deut. 15:12. 

8. If a maid-servant is betrothed to the master's son she shall be treated according to the custom of daughters. 

Exod. 21:9. 

9. A servant, when free from his service, shall be allowed to depart with that which he had when he went into service. 
Exod. 21:3-4. 

10. Do not become slaves of men. 1 Cor. 7:23. 

11. If a servant does not want his freedom at the end of six years but desires to remain with his master, he then shall 
be in servitude to him for life. Exod. 21:5-6; Deut. 15:16-17. 

12. A servant is not above or greater than his master. Matt 10:24; Luke 6:40; John 13:16; John 15:20. 

13. Those who are slaves of foreigners can be treated and bought as slaves (but not free men). Lev. 25:44-46. 

14. A brethren who is poor and sells himself into service to a foreigner can be redeemed at any time by one of his 
brethren, or if he is able, may redeem himself. Lev. 25:47-49. 

15. A fugitive slave should not be turned over to his master but is allowed to live among you. Deut. 23:15-16. 

16. If a man strikes his servant and he dies at his hand, he shall be punished. Exod. 21:20-21. 

17. If a servant is injured by his master he is then to be set free. Exod. 21:26-27. 

21C-Duties of Servants and Employees 

1. Servants are to honor their masters and to respect them all the more when they are believers. Mai. 1:6; 1 Tim. 

6 : 1 - 2 . 

2. Servants are to be obedient to their masters, not with eye service or as man pleasures, but as servants of Christ. 

Eph. 6:5-6; Col.. 3:22. 

3. Servants are to be submissive to their masters. 1 Pet. 2:18. 

4. Stewards are to be faithful. 1 Cor. 4:2; Titus 2:10. 

5. Duties of a servant of a priest. Lev. 22:10-11. 

6. Exhortation to servants to be obedient to their own masters, to be well pleasing in all things, not argumentative, 
not pilfering, but showing all good faith that they may adorn the Doctrine of God in all things. Titus 2:9. 

22A - Rules and Conduct of War 

1. When an enemy nation attacks, plead to God that He will deliver he enemy into your hand. Num. 21:1-3. 

2. You are not to destroy the produce of a region besieged and occupied. Deut 20:19-20. 

3. Before a nation goes to battle the people should pray to God that He will maintain their cause. 1 Kings 8:44-45. 

4. The use of spies towards enemy or hostile nations. Num. 13:1-21; Num.21:32; Josh. 2:1; Josh. 7:2. 

5. Priests (chaplains) are to encourage the people before battle that God will fight for them. Deut. 20:2-4. 

6. The LORD your God goes with you into battle, to fight for you against your enemies. Exod. 14:14; Deut. 20:1,4; 
2Chron. 13:12. 

7. We should inquire of the LORD as the weather or not we are to go to battle with another nation. Judges 6:33-40; 

1 Sam. 30:8; 2 Sam. 5:19,23. 

8. Blowing of a trumpet before going into battle. Num. 10:9; Num. 31 :6; Josh. 6:20; Judges 7:16-22. 

9. The conquering nation may take as spoils of war; cattle, money, land, and goods of the defeated nation (to the victor 
belongs the spoils of war). Num.31:9-ll; Deut. 2:35; Deut. 3:7; Josh. 8:2,27; 1 Chron. 20:2; 1 Chron. 26:27; 

Isa. 10:6. 

10. You shall not take as a spoil those things accursed of God (pagan artifacts, idols, etc.). Josh. 7:1-2,11-13,21-26. 

11. Abstain from every evil thing when at war against your enemies. Deut. 23:9. 

12. You shall not unnecessarily oppress kindred nations you are at war with. 2 Chron. 28:8-15. 

13. The tabernacle of testimony is to be brought into the camp of the army. Num. 1:50-53. 

14. When encamped during war you are to cover up excrement outside of the camp. Deut. 23:12-14. 

15. Cleanliness in the camp is to be maintained. Num. 31:19-24; Deut. 23:9-11. 

16. The spoils of war are to be divided between those who served in battle, and between all the inhabitants of the 
nation. Num. 31:27; Josh. 22:8. 

17. When you besiege a city you are to build bulwarks and fortified defenses within it until it be subdued. 

Deut. 20:20. 

18. Do not plunder or fight any nation without just cause. Psa. 7:4; Psa. 35:1,7-8. 

19. When forces march out to battle, a detachment is to remain to watch over the camp. 1 Sam. 30:24. 

20. An army is divided into three divisions to divert the attention of the enemy and to conceal the attack. Judges 7:16; 
1 Sam. 11:11; 2 Sam. 18:2. 
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22B-Armed Forces 

1. Males 20 years old and up are to be mustered and enrolled for military service. Num. 1:2-3,17-46; Num. 2; Num. 
26:2; 2 Sam. 18:1. 

2. Only those who are able-bodied for war are to be enrolled for armed service. Num. 1:3,17-46; Num. 26:2. 

3. Military leaders or captains to be appointed over divisions of armed forces. Num. 2:2-29; Deut. 20:9; 1 Chron. 
27:1-15. 

4. Military chain of authority is to be established -Officers over thousands, the captains of thousands, and captains of 
hundreds, and captains over fifties, and captains over tens. Num. 31:48; Deut. 1:5; 2 Sam. 18:1. 

5. Military aides assigned to aid officers with their equipment and in battle. Judges 9:54; 1 Sam. 14:6-14; 1 Sam. 

16:21 . 

6. Military advisors or counselors are to be used in conducting war. Prov. 20:18; Prov. 24:8. 

7. A need to establish different branches of the armed forces with different leaders: captains of the guard (2 Chron. 
12:10); captains of chariots and captains of the cavalry (2 Chron. 8:9); chief of those armed with bows (1 Chron. 
12:2-3); chief of the infantry. (Judges 20:2.) 

8. A chief of captains, or general, is to be established over the armed forces; one who has demonstrated his military 
ability. 2 Sam. 5:8; 2 Sam. 20:23; 2 Sam. 23:8; 1 Chron. 11 :6; 1 Chron. 12:18. 

22C-Exemptions and Deferments From Service 

1. Those who have built a new house and have not yet dedicated it may be deferred from service. Deut. 20:5. 

2. Those who have planted a crop but have not yet reaped its fruits can be deferred from service. Deut. 20:6. 

3. Those that are fearful of battle or are fainthearted are to be exempt from service. Deut. 20:8. 

4. A man that has been married less than one year is not to go to war or be charged with any military duties. Deut. 
20:7; Deut. 24:5. 

5. Ministers are not eligible for military service. Num. 1:47. 

22D-Conduct Towards Enemies 

1. When faced with the alternative of battle we are not to be afraid of strong enemies. Deut. 20:1; Josh. 11:6; 

Psa. 27:3. 

2. Enemies are to be given an opportunity to surrender in peace before engaging in battle. Deut. 20:10. 

3. Enemies that surrender peaceable should be put under tribute but not killed. Deut. 20:11. 

4. If an enemy city or territory will not surrender in peace, but wills to war against us, we are then to go to war against 
it and besieged the it. Deut. 20:12; Josh. 11:19-20. 

5. We are not to destroy enemies taken captive or conquered but rather provide for them. 2 Kings 6:22-23. 

6. Heathen enemies within our own nation are to be totally destroyed. Deut. 7:2; Deut. 20:16-18; Josh. 6:21; Josh. 
8:24-28; Josh. 11:1-11 . 

7. The kings or leaders of a conquered enemy are to be executed. Num. 31:8; Josh. 8:29; Josh. 10:23-26,28,30,39; 
Josh. 11:10,12; Judges 7:25. 

8. We are not to have pity or mercy on heathen or ungodly enemies, but are to destroy all those who God shall deliver 
to us. Deut: 7:2,16. 

9. A defeated enemy nation is subject to pay tribute taxes to the conquering nation. 1 Kings 9:21; 2 Kings 18:14; 

1 Chron. 18:2,6; 2 Chron. 8:8; 2 Chron. 27:5; 2 Chron. 36:3. 

10. All males of heathen nations are to be killed. Num. 31:7,17; Deut. 20:13; Josh. 11:14. 

11. Prisoners of war, cattle, and goods of a defeated nation are to be taken as a spoil. Num. 31:9-18; Deut. 20:14; 
Josh. 11:14. 

12. We may take possession of the lands of defeated enemies. Num. 21:24-25,35. 

22E - Reasons and Causes of War 

1. War and defeat may be brought by God as punishment for national sins. Deut. 28:25,49-53; Josh. 7:5-12; 2 Sam. 
12:9-10; 2 Chron. 6:24,36; 2 Chron. 12:1-5; 2 Chron. 24:23-24; 2 Chron. 28:1-5; Job 19:29; Jer. 42:13,16; 

Ezek. 25:12-13; Ezek. 35:4-9; Amos 1:13-15. 

2. War may be of God or commanded by God. Num. 25:16-18; Num. 31; Deut. 2:24; Deut. 7:1-2; Deut. 20:16-17; 
Josh. 8:1; 1 Sam. 15:2-3; 1 Chron. 5:22; Job. 38:23; Jer. 51 :20. 

3. Lust brings wars and fighting. James 4:1-2. 

4. War as a defense from unprovoked attack. Exod. 17:8-16; 1 Sam. 30:1-18; 2 Sam. 5:17-25; 2 Sam. 10:1-9; 2 Sam. 
21:15-22. 

5. Evil men who continually stir up war. Psa. 140:1 -2. 

6. War is not to be undertaken but by the will of God. Deut. 1:41; Deut. 2:5,9,19; 2 Chron. 11:3-4. 
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7. He that kills with the sword must be killed with the sword. Matt. 26:52; Rev. 13:10. 

22F-Peace & Victory 

1. There is a time for war and a time for peace. Eccl. 3:8. 

2. If you walk in God's statutes and keep His commandments, and do them, He will give peace in the land, and none 
shall make you afraid. Lev. 26:3,6; Psa. 85:8; Psa. 119:165; Prov. 3:1-2; Prov. 16:7; Isa. 32:17-18; Isa. 48:18. 

3. Victory against enemies in war is from God. Deut. 7:23; Deut. 20:4; Josh. 10:8-11. 

4. God will bless His people with peace. Psa. 29:11; Isa. 26:2-3,12; Hag. 2:9. 

5. The fear of God in enemies can prevent war. 2 Chron. 17:10; 2 Chron. 20:29-30. 

6. God causes peace and wars to end. Psa. 46:9; Psa. 147:14; Isa: 45:7. 

7. When our ways please the LORD, He makes our enemies to be at peace with us. Prov. 16:7. 

8. In abundance of counselors there is safety. Prov. 11:14. 

9. Pray to God for deliverance from enemies, and that they may not triumph over you. Psa. 25:2; Psa. 31:15; Psa. 59:1. 

10. If a people listen to God and walk in His ways and turn to God with prayer and repentance, He will release them 
from captivity and subdue their enemies. Exod. 23:22,27; 1 Kings 8:46-50; 2 Chron. 6:24-25,36-39; Psa. 81:14. 

11. The commandments of God make us wiser than our enemies. Psa. 119:98. 

12. Wisdom is better than weapons of war. Eccl. 9:18. 
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STATE OF MONTANA 

INSTRUCTIONS: UNIFORM COMMERCIAF CODE - FORM FS-1 

a. Please TYPE this form. 

b. Remove Secured Party and Debtor copies and submit remaining set to the Secretary of State with the $7.00 Filing Fee. 

c. The Secretary of State will return the pink copy as an acknowledgment. At a later time, Secured Party may date and sign the termination legend on this copy and 
use it as a Termination Statement. 

d. If the space provided for any item(s) is inadequate, the item(s) should be continued on additional sheets. Only one copy of such additional 
sheets need be presented with this set. No additional fee. 

XhlS FINANCING STATEMENT is presented to a filing officer for filing pursuant to the Uniform Commercial Code. NON-STANDARD NON -NEGOTIABLE 


Name and Address of Debtor 100M 

NAME AND ADDRESS OF SECURED 

PARTY 

Montana Secretary of State filing Officer, 
or Notary Public, country of Montana 

Tommie R. Canady and wife 

P.O. Box 1536 

Billings, MT. 59103 

co-debtor 

Comptroller of the Currency 

LeRoy M. Schweitzer 
c/o P.O. Box 16 

Brusett, Montana state 
united States of America 
non-domestic mailing location 


I.D. # N/A 

residence in Yellowstone county 

Pre-Paid Acct. # 8520799406 


Name and Address of Debtor 

Type of filing: must check one 

[X] Commercial Filing 

[ ] Agricultural Filing 

[ ] Transmitting Utility 

[X] Informational Filing 

Name and Address of Assignee 
of Secured Party 

CHERDAN Trust 
c/o P.O. Box 61 

Winnett, Montana state U.S. of A. 
Comptroller of the Currency, G.A.O. 
office of the Postmaster, Winnett, Montana 
state, U.S. of A. 

Pre-paid Acct.# 8520799406 

Name and address of Debtor 

Name and Address if Record Owner or Lessee 
of Real Estate Concerned 

This Financing Statement covers the following Types of collateral. If the collateral is agricultural products be specific as to type of product(s) 

(If collateral is crops growing or to be grown goods which are or are to become, fixtures, also estate concerned and add name and address of 
record owner or record lessee of real estate) 


All personal judgments, any and all license(s), Bonds, insurance, private/public trusts, Bank accounts, savings accounts, personal and private property {cars, 
trucks, vehicles, land/real estate, building(s), livestock, & ect. }, Assignment of all stocks ,bonds, & certificates of deposit, signatures, all tangible and 
intangible property, IRA accounts, Keogh Accounts, and including but not limited to their Partners assets, all inventory, all retirement accounts (federal and 
state), all payments while in public office, all private payments received while out of public office, all inheritance, all accounts receivable, ect., until full accord 
and satisfaction has been given to the secured party {paid in full}. 

Non-Standard Non-Negotiable (non-federal fonn) 

A SECURITY-15 U.S.C. THIS IS A U.S.S.E.C. TRACER FLAG, NOT A POINT OF LAW. 


To be completed if applicable: The above listed agricultural product(s) is produced/located in 


All (56) Fifty Six_county(ies). 


Check [X] if covered 

[X] Proceeds of Collateral 

[X] Products of Collateral 

Number of additional 


are also covered 

are also covered 

sheets presented j \ 

This statement is filed with the debtor's signature to perfect a security interest in collateral (check app. box) 

[X j already subject to a security interest in the country of 

Montana when it was brought into this state, or 


m which is proceeds of the original collateral described above in which a security interest was perfected. 


Set by UCC § 3-415 Accommodation/surety/guarantor signature, "without prejudice" with explicit reservation of all unalienable Rights, waiving none, ever. 

"without recourse & "with prejudice 1 ' _ mca-1-207 mca 30-1-103,30-1-105 {conflict of laws}, mca i-i-107,i-i-106,&i-i-109 


Tommie R. Canady and wife, and [Comptroller of the 


Currency for the Department of the Treasury] 



By: 

Signature(s) of Debtors(s) 

Signature(s) of Secured Party(ies) 


SECRETARY OF STATE ALPHA teste meipso this 20th day of March, 1995 

































STATE OF MINNESOTA 

INSTRUCTIONS: UNIFORM COMMERCIAL CODE - FORM U.C.C. - 1 

a. Please TYPE this form. 

b. Remove Secured Party and Debtor copies and submit remaining set to the Secretary of State with the $7.00 Filing Fee. 

c. The Secretary of State will return the pink copy as an acknowledgment. At a later time, Secured Party may date and sign the termination legend on this copy and 
use it as a Termination Statement. 

d. If the space provided for any item(s) is inadequate, the item(s) should be continued on additional sheets. Only one copy of such additional 
sheets need be presented with this set. No additional fee. 

XhlS FINANCING ST AT EM ENT is presented to a filing officer for filing pursuant to the Uniform Commercial Code. NON-STANDARD NON -NEGOTIABLE 


Name and Address of Debtor lOOMil. 

NAME AND ADDRESS OF SECURED 

PARTY 

Minnesota Sec. of State filing Officer, or 
Notary Public, country of Minnesota 

Lee Moisant and wife 
c/o Internal Revenue Service 
Minneapolis, Minnesota state 
united States of America 
co-debtor 

Comptroller of Currency 

Washington, D.C. 20219 

Arnold F. Anklam 
c/o 

Minneapolis, Minnesota state 
united States of America 
non-domestic mailing location 


I.D. # N/A 

residence in Hennepin county 

Pre-Paid Acct. # 


Name and Address of Debtor 

Type of filing: must check one 

[X] Commercial Filing 

[ ] Agricultural Filing 

[ ] Transmitting Utility 

[X] Informational Filing 

Name and Address of Assignee 
of Secured Party 

Pleasant Living Trust 
c/o 

Minnesota state U.S. of A. 

Comptroller of the Currency, G.A.O. 
office of the Postmaster, Minneapolis, 
Minnesota state, U.S. of A. 

Pre-paid Acct.# 

Name and address of Debtor 

Name and Address if Record Owner or Lessee 
of Real Estate Concerned 

This Financing Statement covers the following Types of collateral. If the collateral is agricultural products be specific as to type of product(s) 

(If collateral is crops growing or to be grown goods which are or are to become, fixtures, also estate concerned and add name and address of 
record owner or record lessee of real estate) 

All personal judgments, any and all license(s), Bonds, insurance, private/public trusts, Bank accounts, savings accounts, personal and private property {cars, 
trucks, vehicles, land/real estate, building(s), livestock, & ect. }, Assignment of all stocks ,bonds, & certificates of deposit, signatures, all tangible and 
intangible property, IRA accounts, Keogh Accounts, and including but not limited to their Partners assets, all inventory, all retirement accounts (federal and 
state), all payments while in public office, all private payments received while out of public office, all inheritance, all accounts receivable, all Royalties, ect., 
until full accord and satisfaction has been given to the secured party {paid in full}. 

Non-Standard Non-Negotiable (non-federal form) 

A SECURITY-15 U.S.C. THIS IS A U.S.S.E.C. TRACER FLAG, NOT A POINT OF LAW. 

To be completed if applicable: The above listed agricultural product(s) is produced/located in 

All ( ) county(ies). 

Check [X] if covered 

[X] Proceeds of Collateral 
are also covered 

[X] Products of Collateral 
are also covered 

Number of additional 
sheets presented j j 

This statement is filed with the debtor's signature to perfect a security interest in collateral (check app. box) 

[X ] already subject to a security interest in the country of Minnesota when it was brought into this state, or 

[X] which is proceeds of the original collateral described above in which a security interest was perfected. 


Set by UCC § 3-415 Accommodation/surety/guarantor signature, "without prejudice" with explicit reservation of all unalienable Rights, waiving none, ever. 

"without recourse & "with prejudice" __ u.c.c. § -1-207 u.c.c. § 1 - 103 , u.c.c. § 1-105 {conflict of laws}, 


Lee Moisant and wife, and [Comptroller of the 


Currency for the Department of the Treasury] 



By: 

Signature(s) of Debtors(s) 

Signature(s) of Secured Party(ies) 


SECRETARY OF STATE ALPHA 


teste meipso this 


day of May, 1995 

































STATE OF MONTANA 

INSTRUCTIONS: UNIFORM COMMERCIAF CODE - FORM FS-1 

a. Please TYPE this form. 

b. Remove Secured Party and Debtor copies and submit remaining set to the Secretary of State with the $7.00 Filing Fee. 

c. The Secretary of State will return the pink copy as an acknowledgment. At a later time, Secured Party may date and sign the termination legend on this copy and 
use it as a Termination Statement. 

d. If the space provided for any item(s) is inadequate, the item(s) should be continued on additional sheets. Only one copy of such additional 
sheets need be presented with this set. No additional fee. 

XhlS FINANCING STATEMENT is presented to a filing officer for filing pursuant to the Uniform Commercial Code. NON STANDARD NON NEGOTIABLE 


Type of filing: must check one 
[X] Commercial Filing 


[ ] Agricultural Filing 


[ ] Transmitting Utility 


[X] Informational Filing 


This Financing Statement covers the following Types of collateral. If the collateral is agricultural products be specific as to type of product(s) 

(If collateral is crops growing or to be grown goods which are or are to become, fixtures, also estate concerned and add name and address of 
record owner or record lessee of real estate) 

All personal judgments, any and all license(s), Bonds, insurance, private/public trusts, Bank accounts, savings accounts, personal and private property {cars, 
trucks, vehicles, land/real estate, building(s), livestock, & etc. }, Assignment of all stocks ,bonds, & certificates of deposit, signatures, all tangible and 
intangible property, and including but not limited to their Partners assets, all inventory, all retirement accounts (federal and state), all payments while in public 
office, all private payments received while out of public office, all inheritance, all accounts receivable, etc., American Bank building, Billings, Montana state 
until full accord and satisfaction has been given to the secured party {paid in full}. 

Non/Standard-Non/Negotiable (non-federal form) 

A Security - 15 U.S.C. This s a U.S.S.E.C. Tracer Flag, not a point of Law. 

To be completed if applicable: The above listed agricultural product(s) is produced/located in 

_ All (56) Fifty Six __ county(ies). _ 

[X] Proceeds of Collateral [X] Products of Collateral 

are also covered are also covered 



Number of additional 
sheets presented [ j 


Check [X] if covered 


Name and Address of Assignee 
of Secured Party 
R.O.S. Trust 

c/o 245 Johnny's Coal Road 
Roundup, Montana state U.S. of A. 
Comptroller of the Currency, co-assignee 

Pre-paid Acc.# 8520799406 

Name and Address if Record Owner or 
Lessee of Real Estate Concerned 

Justus Township 
c/o P.O. Box 16 

Brusett, Montana state U.S. of A. 

William L. Stanton 
Richard E. Clark 
Edwin Clark 


Name and Address of Debtor 


Name and address of Debtor 


NAME AND ADDRESS OF SECURED Montana Secretary of State filing Officer 
PARTY _ Notary Public for the State of Montana 

LeRoy M. Schweitzer 
c/o P.O. Box 16 
Brusett, Montana state 
United States of America 
non-domestic 

Prc-Paid Acer.# 8520799406 


Name and Address of Debtor 100 M 

Linda Michaelis and husband, 
"Comptroller of the Currency" 
-co-debtors 

county of Yellowstone 
I.D.# 


Linda Michaelis and husband, co-debtor 
[Comptroller of the 


Currency for the Department of the Treasury] 



By: 

Signature(s) of Debtors(s) 

Signature(s) of Secured Party(ies) 

SECRETARY OF STATE ALPHA 

teste meipso this day of 

1994 


































13C - Work and Agriculture (see also 17J) 

1. A hard-working farmer ought to be the first to partake of his crops. 2 Tim. 2:6. 

2. He that sows sparingly shall also reap sparingly; and he which sows bountifully shall also reap bountifully. 2 Cor. 
9:6. 

3. The sluggard will not plow by reason of the cold; therefore shall he beg in harvest, and have nothing. Prov. 20:4. 

4. He that tills his land shall have plenty of bread; but he that follows after vain persons shall have poverty. Prov. 
28:19. 

5. You shall eat the labor of your hands, and it shall be well with you. Psa. 128:2. 

6. The fields of the slothful will be overgrown with thistles and weeds, his farm broken down, and he will fall into 
poverty. Prov. 24:30-34. 

7. Be not overly concerned about the weather when you sow and reap, for you do not know the works of God. Eccl. 
11:4-6. 

13D - Doing God's Work 

1. We are to be doers of God's word, and not just hearers of it. James 1 :22-25. 

2. Commit your works to the LORD, and your thoughts will be established. Prov 16:3. 

3. Unless the LORD builds the house, they labor in vain who build it. Psa. 127:1. 

4. Be steadfast, immovable; always abounding in the works of the Lord, knowing that your labor is not in vain in the 
Lord. 1 Cor. 15:58. 

14A - Clean Animals Fit to Eat 

1. Whatever animals that have divided or cloven hoofs and chews its cud you may eat. Lev. 11:2; Deut. 14:6. 

2. Pishes that have fins and scales may be eaten. Lev. 11:9; Deut. 14:9. 

3. Insects-locust, bald locust, beetle, grasshoppers. Lev. 11:22. 

4. All clean birds can be eaten (e.g., chicken, turkey, pheasant, quail etc). Deut. 14:11,20. 

5. If a clean animal dies it is considered unclean until evening. Lev. 11:39-40. 

6. Animals which you can eat-ox, sheep, goats, deer, roebuck, gazelle, fallow deer, wild goat, antelope, ibex, wild ox, 
chamois. Deut 12:15,22; Deut. 14:4-6. 

4B - Unclean Animals Unfit to Eat 

1. Camel (does not have a divided hoof). Lev. 11:4; Deut. 14:7 

2. Rock hyrax (does not have a divided hoof). Lev. 11:5; Deut. 14:7. 

3. Rabbits and hares (do not have a divided hoof). Lev. 11:6; Deut. 14:7 

4. Swine or hog (does not chew the cud). Lev. 11:7; Deut. 14:8. 

5. Creeping things weasel mouse, tortoise, sand reptile, ferret, chameleon, gecko, crocodile, lizard, squirrel, mole. 

Lev. 11:29-31. 

6. All water life that does not have fins and scales are not to be eaten (e.g., shrimp, lobster, snails, sturgeon, shell fish, 
eels, catfish, scallop, octopus, etc.). Lev. 11:10-12; Deut. 14:10. 

7. Every creeping thing that flies is unclean. Deut. 14:19. 

8. Unclean birds-Eagle, buzzard, osprey, vultures, kite, ravens, owl, night hawk, ostrich, hawk, little owl, cormorant, 
great owl, falcon, swan, pelican, stork, herons, hoopoe, bats (and the eggs of unclean birds). Lev 11:13-19; Deut. 
14:12-18. 

9. All winged insects that walk on all fours. Lev. 11:20. 

10. Whatever crawls upon its belly or is muiti-footed among all creeping things that creep on the earth. Lev. 11:42. 

11. Whatever goes on its paws, among all kinds of animals that go on all fours, are unclean (e.g., dogs, cats, bears, 
foxes, etc.). Lev. 11:27. 

14C -Plants and Herbs 

1. A newly planted tree producing edible food shall not be eaten for the first three years it produces. In the fourth year 
all its fruit shall be an offering to God. In the fifth year the fruit of the tree may be eaten. Lev. 19:23-25. 

2. Every green herb and herbs bearing seed have been given by God to be used for food. Gen. 1:29; Gen. 3:18. 

3. Every tree which bears fruit yielding seed is to be eaten as food. Gen. 1:29. 

4. You are not to sow your vineyards with divers seeds: least all the produce of the seed which you have sown, and the 
increase of the vineyard become defiled. Deut. 22:9. 

5. You shall not sow your field with mingled seed. Lev. 19:19. 

6. Green plants given by God for food. Gen. 9:3. 

14D - Forbidden Foods and Practices 
1. You shall not eat anything which dies of itself. Deut. 14:21. 
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2. That which dies of itself may be given or sold to foreigners. Deut. 14:21. 

3. One who eats any animal that died of itself shall wash his clothes and bathe, and will be unclean until evening; 
otherwise he will bear his iniquity. Lev. 17:15-16. 

4. You shall eat no manner of fat from any animal. Lev. 3:17; Lev 7:23-25. 

5. You shall not eat any abominable thing. Deut. 14:3. 

6. You shall not eat any manner of blood from fowl or beast either by itself or with its flesh. Gen. 9:4; Lev. 3:17; Lev. 
7:26-27; Lev. 17:10-14; Lev. 19:26; Deut. 12:16,23-25; Deut. 15:23; Acts 15:20,29; Acts 21:25. 

7. You are not to boil a kid in the milk of its mother. Exod. 23:19; Exod. 34:26; Deut. 14:21. 

8. Abstain from animals that were strangled. Acts 15:20,29; Acts 21:25. 

9. Admonished not to drink strong drink and become drunk. Lev. 10:9; Rom. 13:13; 1 Cor. 6:10. 

10. You shall not eat any flesh that is tom of beasts in the field, you shall cast it to the dogs. Exod 22:31. 

11. Admonishment against gluttony and overeating. Prov. 23:1-3, 20-21 ; Phil. 3:18,19. 

14E-Fasting 

1. Fast observed on occasions of judgments of God. Joel 1:14; Joel 2:12. 

2. Fasting is not to be made a subject of display. Matt. 6:16-18. 

3. Fasting is to be unto God. Zech. 7:5; Matt 6:18. 

4. Fasting for private affiliations. 2 Sam. 12:16. 

5. You shall 'afflict your souls' (fast) on the Day of Atonement. Lev. 16:29,31; Lev. 23:27,29. 

6. Fasting accompanied by confession of sin. 1 Sam. 7:6; Neh. 9:1-2. 

7. Public fasts proclaimed. 1 Kings 21 :9; Ezra 8:21; Zech. 8:19. 

8. Fasting accompanied by prayer. Ezra 8:23; Dan. 9:3.; Matt. 17:21 . 

4F - Personal Health and Hygiene 

1. You are not to disfigure your body by making any cuttings in your flesh or tattoo marks in your skin. Lev. 19:28; 
Lev. 21:5; Deut. 14:1. 

2. God promises health and to heal sickness of those who will pray to Flim for it. 2 Kings 20:5; Psa. 30:2; Jer. 

17:14. 

3. We are to praise God for recovery from sickness. Psa. 103:1-3; Luke 17:15-19; Acts 3:7-8. 

4. You shall touch no unclean thing, nor touch the carcass of any unclean beast. Lev. 11:26,31; Isa. 52:11 . 

5. Cleansing of a woman after child birth. Lev. 12:1-8. 

6. Laws concerning women during menstruation. Lev. 15:19-83. 

7. Pregnant women are not to take alcoholic drink. Judges 13:3-4,7,4; 1 Sam. 1:15. 

8. Laws concerning bodily discharges and cleansing. Lev. 15:1-18. 

9. All male children bom are to be circumcised on the eighth day after birth. Gen. 17:10-14; Gen. 21:4; Exod. 12:48; 
Lev. 12:3; Luke 1:59; Luke 2:21; Acts 7:8; Phil. 3:5. 

4G - General Health Laws 

1. Those with a plague or contagious diseases are to be quarantined. Lev 13:5,21,46; Num. 5:2-3. 

2. Lepers are to be cleansed. Lev 14:1-32; Deut. 24:8. 

3. Fie that touches the dead body of any man shall be unclean seven days. Num. 19:11 . 

4. A house occupied by one having a plague or contagious disease is to be cleaned and disinfected. Lev. 14:34:57. 

8. For him that is sick, let him call for the eiders of the church, and let them pray over him. James 5:14. 

6. Laws of purification. Lev. 19:1-22, Num. 31:19-24. 

7. The prayer of faith will save the sick, and the Lord will raise him up. James 5:15. 

8. Laws concerning contact with dead or unclean things. Lev. 5:2; Lev. 11:24-40; Lev. 21:1-4,11; Num. 5:2; 

Num. 9:6,10; Num. 19:11-22; Num. 31:19. 

9. Garments worn by one who has a contagious disease are to be burned. Lev. 13:52,55;57. 

10. All things that touch a dead unclean animal must be cleansed with water and allowed to set until evening. Lev. 
11:32-38. 

11. Those who are sick or have a contagious disease shall not conceal their condition but are to alert others as to their 
condition: Lev. 13:14. 

12: Health and healing come from obedience to the word and law of God. Exod. 15:26; Exod. 23:25; Deut. 7:15; Psa. 

41:3; Prov 3:1-8; Prov 4:20-22; Jer 30:17; Jer 33:6; j) Hos: 6:1 . 

13. God puts disease and sickness on those who will not heed his commandments and keep his statutes. Exod. 15:26; 
Lev. 26:14-16; 2 Deut 28:27,35,61. Chron. 21:12-15,18; 2 Chron. 26:1-21; 1 Cor. 11:30. 

15A - Charity and Hospitality (see also 3K,12F) 
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1. We are to be charitable to the poor and hungry. Deut. 15:7-8; Matt. 25:40-45; 1 Cor. 13; 1 Cor. 14:1; 2 Pet. 1:7; 

1 John 3:17: 

2. Acts of uncharitableness towards the poor are condemned. Prov. 29:7; Isa. 32:7; James 2:15-16. 

3. If because of food your brother is hurt, you are no longer walking charitably. Rom. 14:15. 

4. The love of God does not dwell in those that are uncharitable. 1 John 3:17. 

5. It is more blessed to give than to receive. Acts 20:35. 

6. Every man is to give according to the purpose that God has placed in his heart. 2 Cor. 9:7. 

7. Do not neglect to show hospitality to strangers, for by so doing some have entertained angels without knowing it. 
Heb. 13:2. 

8. Charity and love is to be sought above all things. Col. 3:14. 

9. We are to be hospitable towards one another without grudging. Rom. 12:13; 1 Tim. 5:10; 1 Pet. 4:9. 

10. Give not grudgingly or of necessity, for God loves a cheerful giver. 2 Cor. 9:7; 1 Pet. 4:9. 

11. Aid the hospitality is to be given to the poor. Isa. 58:7; Luke 14:13. 

12. The righteous man gives his bread to the hungry, and covers the naked with clothing, but the unrighteous man who 
oppresses the poor and needy shall not live. Ezek. 18:5,7,12,13. 

13. Charity shall cover a multitude of sins. 1 Pet. 4:8. 

14. Let no one seek his own good, but that of his neighbor. 1 Cor. 10:24. 

15. Uncharitableness brings a curse. Prov 21:13; Prov. 28:27. 

16. Give to him who asks of you, and do not turn away from him who wants to borrow from you. Matt. 5:42. 

15B -The Poor and Needy (see also 4F) 

1. A care for the poor is a characteristic of the righteous. Psa. 112:9; Prov. 29:7; 2 Cor. 9:9; Gal. 2:10. 

2. We should defend the poor and deliver them from the hand of the wicked. Psa. 82:3-4. 

3. If one of your brethren becomes poor and falls into poverty among you, you are to sustain him, whether he be a 
foreigner or a countryman. Lev. 25:35. 

4. Do not harden your heart towards the poor but lend to him sufficient to cover his need. Deut. 15:7-10. 

5. You are not to mock the poor. Prov. 17:5. 

6. You shall not oppress the poor. Deut. 24:14; Job 24:3-4,10; Psa. 10:2; Isa. 10: 1-2; Zech. 7:10. 

7. He who oppresses the poor reproaches his Maker, but he who honors his Maker has mercy towards the needy. 
Prov. 

14:21,31. 

8. Neglect towards to poor and hungry is a neglect of Christ. Matt. 25:34-36. 

9. The poor you will always have with you. Matt 26:11; Mark 14:7. 

10. He who neglects the needy does not have the love of God in him. 1 John 3:17. 

11. Curses and punishments are due to those who neglect the poor or withhold from him his needs. Job 31:16-22; 
Prov. 21:13; Matt. 25:34-36. 

12. God will bless and deliver him that gives consideration to the poor. Psa. 41:1; Isa. 58:10. 

13. He that is gracious to a poor man lends to God, and He will repay him for his good deed. Prov. 19:17. 

14. We should give of that which we have extra to the poor. Luke 3:11. 

15. The poor will never cease out of the land, therefore open your hand wide to your poor brethren. Deut. 15:11. 

15C - Widows and Orphans 

1. We should be of aid and help to the fatherless and widows with their afflictions. Deut. 14:29; Job 24:21; Job 
29:12-13; James 1:27; 1 Tim. 5:16. 

2. Do not take a widow's raiment in pledge. Deut. 24:17. 

3. You shall not afflict or oppress any widow or fatherless child. Exod. 22:22-3; Deut. 27:19; Jer. 7:6-7; Jer. 22:3; 
Zech. 7:10. 

4. We should defend the fatherless and needy and plead for the widow. Psa. 82:3; Isa. 1:17. 

5. Curses and Punishments will befall those who neglect or cause affliction to the fatherless and widows. Deut. 27:19; 
Job 31:16-23; Mai. 3:5. 

6. We should visit orphans and widows in their trouble. James 1:27. 

7. Honor widows who are really widows (those 60 years old and up and been the wife of one man). 1 Tim. 5:3, 9. 

15D- Handicapped 

1 . We are not to curse the deaf or put a stumbling block before the blind. Lev. 19:14. 

2. Cursed be he that causes the blind to wander out of the way. Deut. 27:18. 

3. We are to invite the maimed, the lame and the blind to our feasts . Luke 14:13. 
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4. Show respect for the aged. Lev. 19:32; 1 Tim. 5:1. 

5. You should support and help the weak. Acts 20:35; Rom. 15:1. 

15E - Providing For The Poor 

1. A small portion of crops are to remain unharvested or unpicked so that they may be left for the poor and fatherless 
to take. Lev. 19:9-10; Lev. 23:22; Deut. 24:19-21. 

2. At the end of three years all of the tithes of the people's increase for the year are to be gathered together and given 
to 

and eaten by the stranger, the fatherless and the widow. Deut. 14:28-29; Deut. 26:12. 

3. That of which you have extra is to be shared with the needy. Luke 3:11. 

4. The hungry, when they come to a neighbor's vineyard, may eat their fill of grapes, but shall not put any in their 
basket. Deut. 23:24. 

5. Give to every man that asks and needs, for whatever measure you deal out to others, it will be dealt to you in return. 
Luke 6:30,38. 

6. The needy may enter their neighbor's grain fields and com fields and pluck the crop by hand, but shall not cut down 
the crop with a sickle. Deut. 23:25. 

7. Individual offerings, donations, and contributions are to be given according to the purpose that one's heart leads, 
giving to the poor willingly. Lev. ?6:36; Deut. 16:7-8; 2 Cor. 9:7. 

15F - Causes of Poverty 

1. Poverty is derived from laziness And a lack of work effort. Prov. 6:10-11; Prov. 19:15,24; Prov. 20:4; Prov. 21 :25; 
Prov. 24:30-34; 2 Cor. 9:6; 2 Thes. 3:8-12. 

2. He who loves pleasure will become a poor man. Prov. 21:17. 

3. Poverty will come to him who refuses instruction and is unwilling to learn. Prov. 13:18. 

4. He who follows empty pursuits will have poverty in plenty. Prov. 20:19. 

5. Idle chatter leads only to poverty. Prov. 14:23. 

6. Poverty will come to the drunkard and the glutton Prov. 23:21. 

7. He who oppresses the poor to increase his riches will surely come to poverty. Prov. 22:16. 

8. Poverty caused by love of sleep. Prov: 6:9-11; Prov. 20:13. 

9. God will not allow the soul of the righteous to famish, but He casts away the substance of the wicked. Prov. 10:3. 

10. He becomes poor that deals with a slack hand, but into the hand of the diligent comes wealth. Prov. 10:4. 

16A - Borrowing and Debt 

1. There shall be a cancellation of debt every seven years -a creditor can only hold a debt for 6 years and must release 
the obligation on the seventh year. Deut. 15:1-2. 

2. Debts of foreigners may be continued beyond seven years. Deut. 15:3. 

3. Those who need to borrow from you are not to be turned away. Matt 5:42. 

4. The borrower is servant to the lender. Prov 22:7. 

5. You shall not thi nk evil and withhold loaning to your brother in need because the Seventh Year, the year of release, 
is at hand. You shall surely give to him and the LORD will bless you in all your works. Deut. 15:9-10. 

6. It is wicked to borrow and not repay. Psa. 37:21; Prov. 3:27; Rom. 13:8. 

7. Lend to the poor and needy what is sufficient for his needs. Deut. 15:8. 

8. It is best to owe no man any thing. Rom. 13:8. 

9. Items necessary to sustain a livelihood are not to be given as a pledge (security) for a debt. Deut. 24:6; Job 24:3. 

10. You shall not take a widow's garment as a pledge. Deut. 24:17. 

11. Warnings against giving sureties for debts of others. Prov.6:l-3; Prov. 17:18; Prov. 22:26-27. 

12. He who is surety for a stranger will suffer for it, but one who hates being surety is secure. Prov. 11:15. 

13. Pledges given by the poor for debt are not to be retained overnight. Exod. 22:26; Deut. 24:12-13; Job 24:9-10. 

14. When you lend your brother anything you shall not go into his house to take his pledge, but rather he shall bring 
the pledge out to you. Deut. 24:10-11. 

15. The righteous man restores to the debtor his pledge, but the unrighteous does not restore a pledge. Ezek. 

18:5,7,12. 

16B-Just Weights and Measures 

1. Produce, commodities, and money are to follow just weights and measures in their use and exchange. Lev. 19:35- 
36; Ezek. 45:10-14. 

2. A just weight and balance are of God's work. Prov. 16:11. 

3. Those who use unjust and deceitful weights are wicked. Mic. 6:10-11. 
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4. You shall not have in your bag differing weights, a heavy and a light. You shall not have in your house differing 
measures, a large and a small. You shall have a perfect and just weight and measure. Deut. 25:13-15. 

5. A false balance and diverse weights and measures are an abomination to the LORD; but a just weight is His delight. 
Prov. 11:1; Prov. 20:10,23. 

6. Punishments for not using just weights and measures. Amos. 8:5-8. 

16C-Usury 

1. If you lend to any of your brethren in need, you are not to take or lay usury upon them. Exod. 22:25. 

2. No substance loaned or borrowed is to be repaid with increase or interest-no usury of money, or food, or of 
anything that is borrowed. Lev. 25:37; Deut. 23: 19. 

3. You may charge usury to a foreigner. Deut. 23:20. 

4. Usury and the usurer are condemned. Neh. 5:7, 10; Psa. 15:1,5; Prov. 28:8. 

5. If one of your brethren becomes poor, you shall exact no usury or interest from him; you shall not lend him your 
money for usury, nor lend him your food at a profit. Lev. 25:36. 

6. Usury is regarded as dishonest profit. Prov. 28:8; Ezek. 22:12-13. 

7. The righteous man who does not lend money on interest or take increase will surely live; but he who lends money 
on interest and takes increase, he will not live. Ezek. 18:8-13. 

8. He who does not put out his money at usury may dwell in the LORD'S holy nation. Psa. 15:1,5. 

9. Sons are not to suffer punishment for usury exacted by their fathers. Ezek. 18:14-17. 

16D- Buying and Selling 

1 . You are not to deal dishonestly or falsely with others when you buy and sell. Lev. 19:11; 2 Kings 22:7; Acts 
5:1-6. 

2. When you sell to your neighbor or buy from your neighbor, you shall not oppress one another. Lev. 25:14-17. 

3. You shall not be unrighteous or have unjust gain in trading, selling or buying. Prov 28:8; Isa. 33:15; Ezek. 28:4- 
8,18. 

4. Free enterprise is recognized in trading and selling of all kinds of wares. Gen. 42:34; Neh. 13:20; Prov. 31:24; Isa. 
23:8; Ezek. 27:12-24; Matt. 25:9,16: Luke 22:36. 

5. Better is a little with righteousness, than vast revenues without justice. Prov. 16:8. 

6. Ill-gotten gains do not profit. Prov. 10:2. 

16E-Taxes and Revenue 

1. Taxes are paid for the support of godly governments. Rom. 13:6. 

2. A poll tax can be levied according to a census taken on every man who is from 20 years old and up (and to be of a 
small amount). Exod. 30:12-15; Num. 3:40-51. 

3. All men subject to a poll tax are to pay the same amount (the rich shall not pay more, and the poor less). Exod. 
30:13-15. 

4. Every man shall give as he is able, according to the blessings God has given him (advalorem tax). Deut. 16:17; 1 
Cor. 16:1-2. 

5. Abusive and heavy taxation leads to rebellion by the people. 1 Kings 12:13-19. 

6. Abusive and heavy taxation causes an impoverished nation and burdensome debts. Neh. 5:1-5. 

7. Oppressive taxation is often due to the sins of the nation. Neh. 9:32-37. 

8. Tithes and offerings collected as taxes are to be put into the treasury. Neh. 10:38; Neh. 13:12-13. 

9. It is unlawful to impose a toll, tribute, or custom tax upon any priest or ministerial aide. Ezra 7:24. 

16F - Money 

1 . Money is to be of a standard fixed weight of a precious metal (silver, gold, etc.). Gen. 23:15-16; Exod. 30:13; 
Deut. 22:19; 1 Kings 10:14; 2 Kings 5:22-23; 2 Kings 6:25; Neh. 5:15; Jer. 32:9-10. 

2. Money (silver) is used in sale and purchase of land and commodities. Gen. 23:15-16; Deut. 2:6, 28; 2 Kings 4:7; 

2 Sam. 24:24; Ezra 7:17; Jer. 32:9, 25, 44; Acts 4:34-37. 

3. Money is to be paid for work done and labor performed. 2 Kings 12:11-15; 2 Kings 22:4-6; 2 Chron. 24:11-13; 
2Chron. 34:9-11 ; Ezra 3:7. 

17A -Anger and Wrath (see also 3F, 31) 

1. Anger causes strife and transgression. Prov. 15:18; Prov. 29:8, 22; Prov. 30:33. 

2. Be not hasty in your spirit to be angry (be slow to anger). Eccl. 7:9; Prov. 15:18; Prov. 16:32; James 1:19-20. 

3. Anger without cause is condemned. Matt. 5:22. 

4. Wrath is characteristic of fools. Prov. 12:16; Prov. 14:16,29; Prov. 27:3; Eccl. 7:9. 

5. Be angry, and yet do not sin: do not let the sun go down on your wrath. Psa. 4:4; Eph. 4:26. 
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6. Wrath is cruel. Gen. 49:7; Prov. 27:4. 

7. Cease from anger, and forsake wrath, let them be put away from you. Psa. 37:8; Eph. 4:31 ; Col. 3:8. 

8. A man's discretion makes him slow to anger, and it is to his glory to overlook transgression. Prov. 19:11 . 

9. Anger and wrath brings its own punishment. Job 5:2; Prov. 19:19; Prov. 25:28. 

10. A gentle answer turns away wrath, but a harsh word stirs up anger. Prov 15:1. 

11. Children are not to be provoked to anger. Eph. 6:4; Col. 3:21. 

12. He who is quick-tempered acts foolishly, but he who is slow to wrath has great understanding. Prov. 14:17,29. 

13. Anger can be justifiable, as exemplified by Christ-Mark 3:5. Jacob-Gen. 31:36. Moses-Exod. 11:18; 32:19; Lev. 
10:16; Nehemiah-Neh. 5:6; 13:17,25. 

14. Let every man be swift to hear, slow to speak, slow to wrath; for the wrath of man does not produce the 
righteousness of God. James 1:19-20. 

17B - Envy 

1 . We are not to be envious of one another. Prov. 3:31 ; Rom. 1:28-29; Rom. 13:13; 2 Cor. 12:20; Gal. 5:26. 

2. Lay aside all envy. 1 Pet. 2:1. 

3. Envy is a work of the flesh. Gal. 5:19,21; James 4:5; Cor. 3:3. 

4. It is vain to be envious of the good deeds of other. Eccl. 4:4. 

5. Where envy and self-ambition exist, there will be confusion and every evil thing. James 3:16. 

6. Envy leads to hurt and punishment. Job 5:2; Prov. 14:30; Psa. 106:16-17; Isa. 26:11 . 

7. Envy leads to confusion and evil works. James 3:14-16. 

8. We are not to be envious of the prosperity of the wicked. Psa. 37:1; Psa. 73:3; Prov. 24:1,19-20. 

9. Let not your heart envy sinners, nor be envious of the workers of iniquity. Psa. 37:1; Prov. 23:17. 

10. If you have bitter envy and self ambition in your hearts, do not boast and lie against the truth. James 3:14. 

11. True love is not jealousy. 1 Cor. 13:4. 

12 Do not envy those who oppress others. Prov. 3:31. 

17C-Covetousness and Greed fsee also 120 

1. Thou shall not covet thy neighbor's possessions. Exod. 20:17; Deut. 5:21; Rom. 7:7; Rom. 13:9. 

2. We are not to have a primary desire for earthly things. Matt. 6:25; Luke 12:22,29; Luke 21:34; John 6:27; Phil. 
3:19. 

3. Beware of those who are lovers of money. 2 Tim. 3:2. 

4. Worldly desires are an obstruction to the Gospel. Matt. 13:22; Luke 8:14; Luke 14:18-21. 

5. Corruption is the way of those who are greedy of gain. Prov. 1:16-19. 

6. He that is greedy of gain brings trouble to his own house. Prov. 15:27. 

7. Beware of covetousness, for a man's life consists not in an abundance of things he possess. Luke 12:15. 

8. He who loves money and increase will in his greed never be satisfied. Eccl. 5:10. 

9. Concern for the secular things of everyday life is unbecoming of a Christian soldier. Eph. 5:3; 2 Tim. 2:4. 

10. We should care about the things that are of God above the things of the world. 1 Cor 7:32-34; Col. 3:2. 

11. It is vanity to desire riches. Psa. 39:6; Eccl. 4:8. 

12. We are exhorted not to be greedy. Eph. 4:17-19. 

13. Labor not to be rich. Prov. 23:4. 

14. Covetousness comes from the heart and defiles the person. Ezek. 33:31 ; Mark 7:22-23. 

15. Covetousness is idolatry. Eph. 5:5; Col. 3:5. 

16. The love of money is the root of all evil, and causes one to wander from the faith. 1 Tim. 6:10. 

17. Covetousness leads to theft. Josh. 7:21; Mic. 2:2. 

18. He is condemned who covets evil gain for his own house. Hab. 2:9-10. 

19. Let your conduct be without covetousness, and be content with such things as you have. Heb. 13:5. 

20. God will punish covetousness and greedy gain. Job. 20:15; Isa. 5:8-10; Isa. 57:17; Jer. 22:17-19; Jer 51:13; Ezek. 
22:12-13; Mic. 2:2-3; Jude 1:11. 

21. Wisdom and understanding are to be desired above money. Prov. 16:16. 

17D -Conceit and Self-Righteousness (see also 12C, 1711 

1. Conceitedness in one's own wisdom reprovod. Prov. 3:7; Prov. 26:5; Isa. 5:21; Rom. 11:20,25; Rom. 12:16. 

2. Wealth produces conceited thoughts. Prov. 18:11; Prov. 28:11. 

3. Beware of those who are lovers of themselves. 2 Tim. 3:2. 

4. God does not take account of self-righteousness. Prov. 21:2 Luke 18:10-14. 

5. Self-righteousness condemned. Job. 9:20; Job 35:2-3; Prov. 30:11-12; Matt. 23:27-28; Phil. 3:7-10. 
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6. Do not glory or trust in your riches. Psa. 49:6; Jer. 9:23. 

7. You are not to trust in the abundance of your riches, for he who trusts in his riches will fall. Psa. 52:7; Psa. 62:10; 
Prov. 11:28; 1 Tim. 6:17. 

8. The wicked boasts of his heart's desires. Psa. 10:3; Psa. 94:4. 

9. Not he who commends himself is approved, but he whom the Lord commends. 2 Cor. 10:18. 

10. Do not practice your righteousness or give alms (food, clothes, money, etc., give to the poor) before men so as to 
draw attention to your deed of mercy, otherwise you have no reward with God. Matt. 6:1-4. 

11. Do not boast about tomorrow, for you know not what a day may bring forth. Prov. 27:1. 

12. Do not go about to establish your own righteousness, but submit yourselves to the righteousness of God. 

Rom. 10:3. 

13. All boasting and bragging is wicked. James 4:16. 

14. We are not to justify ourselves. Luke 16:15. 

15. We should not believe in our own righteousness. Deut. 9:4. 

16. Self-righteousness provokes God to anger. Isa. 65:3,5. 

17. The boastful shall not stand in God's sight. Psa. 5:5. 

18. To seek one's own glory is not glory. Prov. 25:27. 

19. Let another man praise you, and not your own mouth, a stranger, and not your own lips. Prov. 27:2. 

20. Do not be wise in your own eyes or prudent in your own sight. Prov. 3:7; Prov. 26:12; Isa. 5:21. 

21. The way of a fool is right in his own eyes, but he who heeds counsel is wise. Prov. 12:15. 

17E- Patience 

1. Patience, long-suffering and temperance exhorted and commended. Eccl. 7:8; Eph. 4:2; Col. 1:11; Col. 3:12; 
IThes. 5:14; 2 Tim. 3:10; Titus 2:2; 1 Pet 1:6; Rev. 2:2-3. 

2. Rashness and quick-temperedness exalts folly. Prov. 14:29. 

3. Trials of Christians leads to patience. Rom. 5:3-4; James 1:3-4. 

4. When you do what is right and suffer for it, if you patiently endure it, this is commendable before God. 1 Pet. 2:20. 

5. Be not rash with what you speak and do. Eccl. 5:2; Acts 19:36. 

6. Patience is to be exercised in running the race set before us. Heb. 12:1. 

7. We are to be patient in tribulation. Rom. 12:12. 

8. Christian faith and hope for the salvation of God and the coming of the Lord requires patience. Psa. 37:7; Psa. 40:1; 
Lam. 3:26; Rom. 8:25; 1 Cor 1:7; Gal. 5:5; 2 Thes. 3:5; James 5:7-8. 

9. We are to pursue patience. 1 Tim. 6:11. 

10. A servant of Christ is to be patient. 2 Tim. 2:24. 

11. The test of your faith produces patience. James 1:3. 

17F - Stubbornness 

1. Circumcise the foreskin of your heart, and be no more stiff-necked. Deut. 10:16. 

2. Stubbornness towards the words of the LORD is as iniquity and idolatry. 1 Sam. 15:23. 

3. Speak not with a stiff neck. Psa. 75:5. 

4. He who hardens his neck after much reproof will suddenly be destroyed beyond remedy. Prov. 29:1. 

5. Those who are stiff-necked reject God and his law and become vain by following heathen ways. 2 Kings 17:14-17. 

6. Beware of those that are headstrong. 2 Tim. 3:4. 

7. Be not stiff-necked as your fathers were, but yield yourselves to the LORD. 2 Chron. 30:8. 

17G-Pride (see also 17D. 171) 

1. Pride is a sin and is hateful to God. Prov. 6:16-17; Prov. 16:5; Prov. 21:4,24; Isa. 23:9; Jer. 50:31-32. 

2. Pride is not of God but is of the world. 1 John 2:26. 

3. The inexperienced tend to be filled with pride. 1 Tim. 3:6. 

4. Through pride the wicked will not seek after or acknowledge God. Psa. 1D:4. 

5. Pride causes contention and stirs up strife. Prov. 13:10; Prov. 28:25. 

6. We are not to respect those that are proud. Psa. 40:4; Psa. 101:5. 

7. Pride defiles a man. Mark 7:20,22. 

8. Beware of those that are proud. 2 Tim. 3:2. 

9. Pride and arrogance are contrary to wisdom. Prov. 8:12-13. 

10. The pride of your heart will deceive you. Obad. 1:3. 

11. Pride and arrogance is reproved and forbidden. Exod. 18:11; 1 Sam. 2:3; Matt. 23:12; Rom. 12:3. 

12. Pride stems from the possession of wealth and power. Lev. 26:19; 2 Kings 20:13; Ezek. 30:6. 
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13. Pride and arrogance brings decline, punishment and destruction. 2 Sam. 22:28; Psa. 18:27; Prov. 16:18; Prov. 
18:12; Isa. 2:11 -17; Isa. 3:16-17; Isa. 13:11 ; Isa. 28:1,3; Jer. 13:9; Hos. 5:5; Zeph. 2:10-11; Mai. 4:1; Luke 1:51. 

14. From out of the heart proceeds pride. Mark 7:2-22. 

15. Those who are rich are not to be haughty. 1 Tim. 6:17. 

16. Beware of those that are haughty. 2 Tim. 3:4. 

17. A haughty look or attitude is regarded as a sin. Prov. 21:4,24. 

18. Do not endure one who has a haughty look and a proud heart. Psa. 101:5. 

19. A haughty heart leads to destruction. Prov. 18:12. 

17H-Lust and Carnal Nature of Man (see also 12C) 

1. Abstain from lusts and from following the carnal nature of man. 1 Cor. 3:3; 1 Cor. 10:6; 1 Pet. 2:11; Jude 1 :16. 

2. The carnal mind and friendship with the world is condemned as being enmity against God and His law. Rom. 8:7- 

8 ; 

Col. 2:18; James 4:4. 

3. The lusts of the flesh are contrary to the Spirit (so walk in the Spirit, and you shall not fulfill the lust of the flesh). 
John 3:6; Rom. 8:1-2; Gal. 5:16-17. 

4. Beware that those of a carnal mind do not beguile you. Col. 2:8,18. 

5. Do not to lust after the beauty of women. Job 31:1; Prov. 6:25; Matt. 5:28. 

6. You are to set your mind on the things of God, and not on the things of men. Matt. 16:23. 

7. A carnal way leads to punishment and abandonment by God. Num. 11:4-34; Psa. 78:17-31 ; Psa. 81:11-12; Psa. 
106:14-15; 1 Tim. 6:9. 

8. Lust produces wars and murder. James 4:1-2. 

9. The cares and pleasures of this world, and lusts of things, pervert and choke one's faith in the word of God. Matt. 

13:22; Mark 4:19; Luke 8:14; 2 Tim. 4:3; 2 Pet. 3:2-5; Jude 16, 18. 

10. Sin rather than good dwells in the flesh (carnal nature) of man. Rom. 7:17-20,25. 

11. The problems of lust from the Bible should serve as examples which are not to be followed. 1 Cor. 10:6-11. 

12. Lusts, being deceitful, draw and entice men to sin. Eph. 4:22; James 1:14-14; 2 Pet 2:18. 

13. Evil and lust comes from within the heart of men. Gen. 6:5; Gen. 8:21 ; 1 Kings 8:38-39; Jer. 17:9; Matt. 15:19; 
Mark 7:15, 21-22. 

14. We are not to lust after worldly things or conform to them, for they are of the flesh and not of God. Rom. 12:2; 

1 John 2:15-17. 

15. The grace of GOD teaches us that, denying ungodliness and worldly lusts, we should live soberly, righteously, and 
godly in the present age. Titus 2:11-12. 

16. Avoid worldly wisdom, for the wisdom of this world is foolishness with God. 1 Cor. 3:18-19. 

17. The lust of the flesh is condemned as making one wicked. Eph. 2:3. 

18. Those who do the works of the flesh shall not inherit the kingdom of God. Gal. 5:19-21. 

19. We should not submit to or obey the lusts of the flesh but rather obey Christ and follow righteousness. Rom. 
6:11-13; Rom. 13:13-14; 2 Tim. 2:22. 

171 - Humility and Meekness (see also 17D, 17G) 

1. We should seek and display meekness. Zeph. 2:3; Col. 3:12; Titus 3:2. 

2. Christians are to be meek as Christ was. Matt. 11 :29; Matt. 21:5; 2 Cor. 10:1. 

3. God requires that you walk humbly with Him. Mic. 6:8. 

4. Blessed are the meek: for they shall inherit the earth. Psa. 37:11; Matt. 5:5. 

5. Do not set your mind on high things, but associate with the humble. Rom. 12:16. 

6. No man should glory or boast before God. 1 Cor. 1:29. 

7. Meekness is the fruit of the Spirit. Gal. 5:22-23; 

8. GOD resists the proud and scornful, but gives grace to the humble. Prov. 3:34; James 4:6; 1 Pet. 5:5. 

9. Receive the word of God with meekness. James 1:21. 

10. The reward of humility and the fear of Christ is riches, honor and life. Prov. 18:12; Prov. 22:4; Isa. 29:19. 

11. Boasting is reproved. Psa. 49:6; Psa. 52:1; Psa. 94:4; Prov. 20:14; Prov. 25: 14; Prov. 27: 1 ;lsa. 10:16; Jer. 9:23; 
Rom. 1:30; Rom. 11:18; 1 Cor. 4:7; 2 Cor 10:12; 2 Tim. 3:2; James 3:5-6; James 4:16. 

12. God will bring down high looks. Psa. 18:27. 

13. Do not justify yourselves before men, for that which is highly esteemed among men is an abomination in the sight 
of God. Luke 16:15. 

14. Humility is a characteristic of the godly and is regarded by GOD. Job 22:29; Psa. 9:12; Psa. 1:17; Psa. 34:2; 
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Psa. 138:6; Prov. 3:34; Prov. 16:19; Isa. 57:15; Isa. 66:2; Eph. 4:1-2; Col. 3:12; James 4:6; 1 Pet. 5:5. 

15. It is not profitable to boast. 2 Cor. 12:1. 

16. A man's pride will bring him low, but a humble spirit will retain honor. Prov. 29:23. 

17. When pride comes, then comes shame, but with the humble is wisdom. Prov. 11:2. 

18. Do not think of yourself more highly than you ought to think, but think soberly. Rom. 12:2; Gal. 6:3. 

19. Whoever exalts himself shall be humbled; and whoever humbles himself shall be exalted. Ezek 17:24; Matt. 

23:12; Luke 14:11; Luke 18:14. 

20. Humble yourselves in the sight of God that He may exalt you in due time. Matt.l8:4: James 4:10; 1 Pet. 5:6. 

21. Temporal judgments are averted by humility. 2 Chron. 7:14; 2 Chron. 12:6-7. 

6. You are to set your mind on the things of God, and not on the things of men. Matt. 16:23. 

7. A carnal way leads to punishment and abandonment by God. Num. 11:4-34; Psa. 78:17-31 ; Psa. 81:11-12; Psa. 
106:14-15; 1 Tim. 6:9. 

8. Lust produces wars and murder. James 4:1-2. 

9. The cares and pleasures of this world, and lusts of things, pervert and choke one's faith in the word of God. Matt. 

13:22; Mark 4:19; Luke 8:14; 2 Tim. 4:3; 2 Pet. 3:2-5; Jude 16, 18. 

10. Sin rather than good dwells in the flesh (carnal nature) of man. Rom. 7:17-20,25. 

11. The problems of lust from the Bible should serve as examples which are not to be followed. 1 Cor. 10:6-11. 

12. Lusts, being deceitful, draw and entice men to sin. Eph. 4:22; James 1:14-14; 2 Pet 2:18. 

13. Evil and lust comes from within the heart of men. Gen. 6:5; Gen. 8:21 ; 1 Kings 8:38-39; Jer. 17:9; Matt. 15:19; 
Mark 7:15, 21-22. 

14. We are not to lust after worldly things or conform to them, for they are of the flesh and not of God. Rom. 12:2; 

1 John 2:15-17. 

15. The grace of GOD teaches us that, denying ungodliness and worldly lusts, we should live soberly, righteously, and 
godly in the present age. Titus 2:11-12. 

16. Avoid worldly wisdom, for the wisdom of this world is foolishness with God. 1 Cor. 3:18-19. 

17. The lust of the flesh is condemned as making one wicked. Eph. 2:3. 

18. Those who do the works of the flesh shall not inherit the kingdom of God. Gal. 5:19-21. 

19. We should not submit to or obey the lusts of the flesh but rather obey Christ and follow righteousness. Rom. 
6:11-13; Rom. 13:13-14; 2 Tim. 2:22. 

171 - Humility and Meekness (see also 17D, 17G) 

1. We should seek and display meekness. Zeph. 2:3; Col. 3:12; Titus 3:2. 

2. Christians are to be meek as Christ was. Matt. 11 :29; Matt. 21:5; 2 Cor. 10:1. 

3. God requires that you walk humbly with Him. Mic. 6:8. 

4. Blessed are the meek: for they shall inherit the earth. Psa. 37:11; Matt. 5:5. 

5. Do not set your mind on high things, but associate with the humble. Rom. 12:16. 

6. No man should glory or boast before God. 1 Cor. 1:29. 

7. Meekness is the fruit of the Spirit. Gal. 5:22-23; 

8. GOD resists the proud and scornful, but gives grace to the humble. Prov. 3:34; James 4:6; 1 Pet. 5:5. 

9. Receive the word of God with meekness. James 1:21. 

10. The reward of humility and the fear of Christ is riches, honor and life. Prov. 18:12; Prov. 22:4; Isa. 29:19. 

11. Boasting is reproved. Psa. 49:6; Psa. 52:1; Psa. 94:4; Prov. 20:14; Prov. 25: 14; Prov. 27: 1 ;lsa. 10:16; Jer. 9:23; 
Rom. 1:30; Rom. 11:18; 1 Cor. 4:7; 2 Cor 10:12; 2 Tim. 3:2; James 3:5-6; James 4:16. 

12. God will bring down high looks. Psa. 18:27. 

13. Do not justify yourselves before men, for that which is highly esteemed among men is an abomination in the sight 
of God. Luke 16:15. 

14. Humility is a characteristic of the godly and is regarded by GOD. Job 22:29; Psa. 9:12; Psa. 1:17; Psa. 34:2; 

Psa. 138:6; Prov. 3:34; Prov. 16:19; Isa. 57:15; Isa. 66:2; Eph. 4:1-2; Col. 3:12; James 4:6; 1 Pet. 5:5. 

15. It is not profitable to boast. 2 Cor. 12:1. 

16. A man's pride will bring him low, but a humble spirit will retain honor. Prov. 29:23. 

17. When pride comes, then comes shame, but with the humble is wisdom. Prov. 11:2. 

18. Do not think of yourself more highly than you ought to think, but think soberly. Rom. 12:2; Gal. 6:3. 

19. Whoever exalts himself shall be humbled; and whoever humbles himself shall be exalted. Ezek 17:24; Matt. 

23:12; Luke 14:11; Luke 18:14. 

20. Humble yourselves in the sight of God that He may exalt you in due time. Matt. 18:4: James 4:10; 1 Pet. 5:6. 
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21. Temporal judgments are averted by humility. 2 Chron. 7:14; 2 Chron. 12:6-7. 

17J - Slothfulness (See also 13B. 130 

1. Slothfulness brings one into bondage. Prov. 12:24. 

2. Slothfulness magnifies obstacles. Prov. 10:26; Prov. 15:19; Prov. 22:13. 

3. If any would not work, neither should he eat. 2 Thes. 3:10. 

4. Slothfulness brings hardship and destruction. Prov. 21:25. 

5. Slothfulness and idleness leads to want, poverty and hunger. Prov. 6:6-11 ; Prov. 10:4; Prov. 13:4; Prov. 18:9; 

Prov. 19:15; Prov. 24:30-34; Eccl. 10:18. 

6. Exhortations against slothfulness. Prov. 6:4; Prov. 26:13-16; Rom. 13:11; 1 Thes. 5:6; Eleb. 6:12. 

7. Be not slothful in business. Rom. 12:11. 

8. We are not to give false excuses for being slothful. Prov. 20:4,13; Prov. 26:13-16. 

17K-Hypocrisy 

1. Do not be hypocritical in serving God or in living a godly life. Matt. 23:13-33. 

2. Hypocrisy is condemned as causing apostasy. 1 Tim. 4:1-2. 

3. God has no pleasure in hypocrites. Isa. 9:17. 

4. A hypocrite shall not come before God. Job 13:16. 

5. We are not to have hypocritical leaders because they ensnare the people. Job. 34:30. 

6. Christian growth requires you set aside all hypocrisies. 1 Pet. 2:1-2. 

7. A hypocrite is destructive to others. Prov. 11 :9. 

8. Beware of the principles of hypocrisy. Luke 12:1. 

9. Punishment due to hypocrites. Job 15:34; Isa. 10:5-6; Jer. 42:20-22; Matt. 24:51. 

17L - Selfishness 

1. He that wishes one well but does not give to him what he needs exhibits selfishness. James 2:15-16; 1 John 3:17. 

2. We should not desire to please ourselves. Rom. 15:1; 2 Tim. 3:2. 

3. A servant of God is to act for the benefit or profit of others. Isa. 56:11; 1 Cor 10:33. 

4. Selfishness is inconsistent with the communion of Christians. Rom. 12:4-4; 1 Cor. 12:12-27. 

5. Let us not please ourselves, but let every one of us please his neighbor. Rom. 15:1-3. 

6. No one should merely seek or look out for his own interest, but also for the interests of others. 1 Cor. 10:24; Phil. 
2:4. 

7. The selfish shall receive punishment according to their ways. Prov. 21:13. 

17M-Revenge and Vengeance 

1. You are not to personally avenge or bear any grudge against your brethren. Lev. 19:18; Prov. 24:29. 

2. Repay to no man evil for evil. Rom. 12:17; 1 Thes. 5:15; 1 Pet. 3:9. 

3. Avenge not yourselves, for vengeance is in GOD's hands. Deut. 32:35; Psa. 16:47; Psa. 94:1, Jer. 46:9-10; Ecch. 
25:12-17; Nah. 1:2; Luke 18:7; Rom. 12:19; 1 Thes. 4:6; Heb.l0:30. 

4. Trust in God instead of taking revenge. Prov. 20:22. 

5. God will repay with affliction and tribulation those who persecute cute and afflict you because of your faith. 2 
Thes. 

1:4-9. 

6. We should keep others from taking revenge. 1 Sam. 24:4-7; 1 Sam. 26:9. 

7. Revenge often brings punishment. Ezek. 25:15-17; Amos 1:11-12. 

8. We should pray to God for His vengeance against those that unjustly inflict us. Jer. 11 :19-20; Jer. 20:10-12. 

18A-Land and Real Estate (see also 9D, 9E) 

1. The earth and all realty and things on it belong to God. Gen. 14:19,22; Exod. 19:5; Lev. 25:23; Deut. 10:14; Psa. 
24:1; Psa. 50:10-12; Psa. 89:11; 1 Cor. 10:26,28. 

2. Land can be sold but not permanently. You shall grant a redemption for all the land in your possession (the 
original owner has the right to buy back land he sold). Lev. 25:23-24. 

3. In the year of the Jubilee (every fiftieth year) land is to be returned to the person, or his rightful heirs or family, that 
originally possessed the land. Lev. 25:10,13-17,28,31,33-34. 

4. If a house in the city is sold, it can be redeemed (bought back) within a year. After that the house is unredeemable 
and shall belong permanently to him who bought it. It will not return to the seller in the Jubilee. Lev. 25:29-30. 

5. Houses in the rural or country regions may be redeemed at any time, and they shall be released in the Jubilee. Lev. 
25:31. 

6. If one becomes poor and is unable to redeem his land, a kinsmen of his may redeem for him what he had sold. Lev. 
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25:25; Ruth 4:3-4; Jer. 32:7. 

7. If one has no means by which to pay the purchaser of his property the redemption money, then what was sold shall 
remain in the hand of him who bought it until the year of Jubilee. Lev. 25:28. 

8. Transfer of land to be by signed deed in the presence of witnesses. Jer 32:8-12. 

9. Deeds to land are to be preserved as a record. Jer. 32:14. 

10. Silver used to buy land. Gen. 23:13-16; Josh. 24:32; Jer. 32:9. 

11. Do not to remove established landmarks and boundaries. Deut. 19:14; Deut. 27:17; Job 24:2; Prov. 22:28; Prov. 
23:10. 

12. You should take appropriate precautions of any dangerous situation on your land which might cause damage or 
injury to other persons or their property. Exod. 21:33-34; Deut. 22:8. 

13. The mortgage of land and homes brings one into bondage. Neh. 5:1-5. 

14. Restitution is required for damage done to one's land or crops. Exod. 22:5-6, 

18B - Property Rights and Theft 

1. You shall not steal another's property. Exod. 20:15; Lev. 19:11,13; Psa. 62:10; Prov. 21:7; Amos 3:10; Deut. 
5:19; Matt. 19:18; Mark 10:19; Luke 18:20; Rom. 13:9; 1 Cor. 6:10; 1 Pet. 4:15. 

2. Theif from the poor is especially forbidden. Prov. 22:22. 

3. A thief is cursed by God and to be cut off from the people. Jer. 7:9-15; Zech. 5:3-4; 1 Cor. 6:10. 

4. Theft proceeds from the heart and defiles a man. Matt 15:19-20. 

5. One who is judged to have stolen property is to repay double to the owner. Exod. 22:7-9. 

6. If one strikes a thief found breaking in a building and he dies, there shall be no guilt upon him for murder. Exod. 
22 : 2 . 

7. We are exhorted to stop theft in the land by having a thief labor with his hands. Eph. 4:28. 

8. We should not despise one who steals due to hunger, though he must restore sevenfold of what he took. Prov. 6:30. 

19A - Lawsuits and Court Procedure 

1. Ordinary cases submitted to judges. Deut 25:1-2. 

2. Both sides of a case are to be heard-He that answers a matter before he hears it, it is folly and shame to him. Prov. 
18:13. 

3. The judges shall make diligent inquisition and investigation into the case before them. Deut. 19:18; Deut. 21:1-3. 

4. One cannot be tried and sentenced without an accuser indicating the charges against him. Acts 23:35; Acts 
25:16,27. 

5. Some exceptional cases are to be tried by the priests. Deut. 17:8-12; Deut. 21:1-5. 

6. Extreme cases are submitted to the LORD. Num. 5:11-31; Deut. 1:17. 

7. For all manner of trespasses concerning property, the cause of both parties shall come before the judges. Exod. 

22:9. 

8. Suits against brethren should be avoided especially when tried before unbelievers. 1 Cor. 6:1-8. 

9. No man is to be judged until the court hears from him his case and knows the facts of what he has done. John 7:51. 

10. Do not go hastily to court to argue your case. Reflect what may be the result should your neighbor prevail against 
you. So discuss your case with your neighbor. Prov. 25:8-9. 

11. A thorough investigation is to be made before accusing anyone of a serious crime, or convicting him of it. Deut. 
13:14; Deut. 17:3-5. 

12. Appeals can be made in difficult or important matters to a higher or more capable authority. Exod. 18:22,26; Deut. 
1:17; Deut. 17:8-9. 

13. When you appeal a case, you are to abide by the decision or verdict of the appellate Judge or court. Deut. 

17:10-11. 

14. The congregation of the people (jury) can judge matters in a criminal case. Num. 35:12,24-25. 

15. There shall be no contempt of court. Deut. 17:12,13; Rom. 13:1-3; Titus 3:1. 

16. An inquest is to be made of a person found slain when it is not known who has killed him. Deut. 21 :1 -9. 

17. Do not contend with a man in court without cause, if he has done you no harm. Prov. 3:30. 

19B-Judgment Guidelines (see also 4F) 

1. The aim of judgments in civil disputes should be to justify the righteous and condemn the wicked. Deut. 25:1; 

2 Chron. 6:22-23; Prov. 17:15; Prov. 18:5. 

2. Judgments are to adhere to a just and standard system of weights, measurements, and balances. Lev. 19:35-36. 

3. Execute true judgment between man and man. Ezek. 18:8; Zech. 7:9. 

4. The man who will act presumptuously and will not listen to the proper authorities or the judges, should be put to 
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death. Deut. 17:12-13; Num. 15:30-31. 

5. Controversies are to be judged according to God's judgments. Ezek. 44:24. 

6. Judge not according to the outward appearance of things. 1 Sam. 16:7; Matt. 23:27-28; John 7:24; 2 Cor. 10:7. 

7. Ignorance of a crime or breaking a law unintentional do not excuse the crime or eliminate punishment. Lev. 

4:27-29; Lev. 5: 15-19; Num. 15:27-28. 

8. One who does anything unintentionally or out of ignorance is to be given a lighter sentence than a person who does 
anything defiantly or with outright contempt of the law.. Num. 15:29-31; Luke 12:47-48. 

9. Fathers shall not be put to death for the crimes of their children, neither shall the children be put to death for the 
crimes of their father. Deut 24:16; 2 Kings 14:6; 2 Chron. 25:4; Jer. 31:29-30; Ezek. 18:20. 

10. You shall not be afraid in any man's presence, for the judgment is God's. Deut. 1:17. 

11. Do not show partiality in judgment. Exod. 23:3; Lev. 19:15; Deut. 16:19; Prov. 24:23. 

19C - Damages and Restitution 

1. The restitution and punishment should be according to the crime- life for life, eye for eye, tooth for tooth, wound 

for wound, stripe for stripe. Exod. 21:23,25; Lev. 24:17-20; Deut. 19:21. 

2. Stolen livestock which is slaughtered is to be repaid four or five times. Exod. 22:1. 

3. Stolen livestock which is found alive in the thiefs possession is to be repaid double. Exod. 22:4. 

4. If one man's animal kills another man's animal, then the live animal is to be sold and the money equally divided 
between them. Exod. 21:35. 

5. If property or money is left in another's possession and is stolen, but the thief is not caught, then the judges will 
determine if the items were stolen by the one in possession of the goods. If stolen by the one in possession then he 
will pay double. Exod. 22:7-9. 

6. Fines are to be assessed by judges for some personal injuries. Exod. 21:22. 

7. If a man causes injury or blemish to another, he shall have the same injury done to him. Lev. 24:19-20; Deut. 

19:21. 

8. If a thief is caught breaking in a building and is killed, the killer is not guilty of the crime of murder. Exod. 22:2. 

9. If two men are quarreling and one injures the other, he shall compensate the injured party for his loss of time and 
shall provide for him until he is completely healed. Exod. 21:18-19. 

10. A thief shall pay double for stolen property. Exod. 22:7,9. 

11. Restitution is required for acts done out of ignorance. Lev. 5:15-16. 

12. If a man delivers an animal to his neighbor to keep for him and it is injured or dies while in his possession, he 
shall make full restitution. But if the owner is with the animal, he shall not make restitution. Exod. 22:14. 

13. If a man lets his animal loose so that it grazes in another man's field, he shall make restitution from the best of his 
own field. Exod. 22:5. 

14. Whoever kills another's animal shall make it good, animal for animal. Lev. 24:18,21. 

15. If one gains property or money by way of a false report, lying, deceit, or extortion, he shall make full restitution 
plus an additional fifth part of its value. Lev. 6:2-5 

16. If a man starts a fire which causes damages, he is to make restitution for all that is destroyed by the fire. Exod. 
22 : 6 . 

17. If a pregnant woman is inadvertently struck and as a result gives birth prematurely, yet no lasting harm follows, 

the 

one who struck her is to be fined as the woman's husband may demand of him and he shall pay as the judges 
decide. But if any lasting harm follows, then you shall give life for life. Exod. 21:22-23: 

18. If a thief is unable to make restitution for his theft, then he shall be put in servitude to pay what he owes with his 
labor. Exod. 22:3.. 

19. In civil trespasses involving property deceitfully obtained, the person guilty shall confess his crime and make 
restitution in full for his wrong, and add to it one-fifth of it, and give it to him whom he has wronged. Lev. 6:1-5; 
Num. 5:5-7. 

20. A personal trespass that results in a loss of property is to be repaid in the principal amount plus an additional 
fifth part added to it. Num. 5:6-7. 

21. Laws regarding recompense for trespasses. Lev. 5; Lev. 12; Lev. 14; Lev. 15. 

19D-Modes of Punishment 

1. Death for murder. Exod. 21:12; Lev. 24:21; Num. 35:16-21, 30,31,33; Ezra 7:26. 

2. Scourging or whipping (not to exceed forty stripes). Lev. 19:20; Deut. 25:1-3; 

3. Stoning. Lev. 20:2; Lev. 24:14; Josh. 7:25; 1 Kings 21:10. 
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4. Hanging. Gen. 40:22; Num. 25:4; Deut. 21:22-23; Ezra 6:11; Esth. 2:23. 

5. Burning. Gen. 38:24; Lev. 20:14; Lev. 21:9; Josh. 7:25. 

6. Beheading. 2 Kings 6:31; 2 Kings 10:7. 

7. Mutilation (dismemberment). Deut. 25:11-12. 

8. Confiscation of goods. Ezra 7:26; Ezra 10:8. 

9. Banishment. Ezra 7:26; Ezra 10:8. 

10. Compensation and restitution for lost time, property damage or injury. Exod. 21:18-19,22,32-36; Exod. 22:12-15. 

19E-Execution of Punishment 

1. A sentence is to be executed speedily. Deut. 25:2-3; Ezra 7:26. 

2. One found guilty of breaking the law can be confined or placed under guard until execution of sentence. Num. 
15:34. 

3. Slay not the innocent or the righteous. Exod. 23:7. 

4. Punishment executed by a state executioner (revenger of blood).. Num. 35:21,27; Rom. 13:3-4. 

5. Punishment administered by the people (the men of the city). Deut. 17:7; Deut. 21:21; Josh. 7:25. 

6. Punishment executed by civil leaders. 1 Sam. 15:33. 

7. Punishment by officer of the court. Deut. 25:2. 

8. You shall take no ransom for the life of a murderer who is guilty of death, but he shall surely be put to death (no 
parole or prison sentence). Num. 35:31. 

9. If one is hanged, his body shall not remain overnight on the tree, but you shall bury him that day. Deut. 21:22-23; 
Josh. 10:26-27. 

10. No punishment allowed by lynch mobs. Exod. 23:2. 

11. No pity is to be given in the execution of punishment. Deut. 19:13,21; Deut. 25:12. 

12. Those guilty of transgressing the law are to be rebuked and punished in the presence of all the people, so that 
others may be fearful of sinning. Deut. 19:19-20; 1 Tim. 5:20. 

20A-Qffice and Duty of Ministers 

1. To possess the written law of God. Deut. 31:9. 

2. Priests are to keep GOD's law and statutes in all his assemblies. Ezek. 44:24. 

3. To perform service at the alter in the sanctuary. Num. 18:7. 

4. Priests are to hallow GOD's Sabbaths. Ezek. 44:24. 

5. The proper vestures to be worn by a priest. Exod. 28:39-43; Lev. 6:10-11; Lev. 16:4,23-24; Ezek 44:17-19. 

6. Priests are not to drink vine or intoxicating drink before entering into the tabernacle or inner court of the sanctuary 
to minister. Lev. 10:9; Ezek. 44:21. 

7. A priest is to teach the people the difference between holy and profane and to discern between unclean and clean. 
Lev. 10:10; Ezek. 44:23; 1 Tim. 3:2; 2 Tim. 1:11. 

8. New priests are to be anointed; consecrated and sanctified. Exod. 29:33,35,37,44; Lev. 8:12, 33; Lev. 21:8. 

9. Ministers are to teach the people all the laws and statutes of God. Lev. 10:11; 2 Chron. 17:8-9; Neh. 8:1-2; Matt. 
28:20. 

10. Priests are to bless the people. Num. 6:22-27. 

11. In a controversy between those of the church the priests shall stand in judgment, and shall judge it according to 
God's judgment. Ezek. 44:24. 

12. Priests are not to teach or instruct for hire or for a price. Mic. 3:10-11. 

13. Pastors, as messengers of God, are to feed the people with knowledge and understanding. Jer. 3:15; Mai. 2:7. 

14 if anyone ministers, let him do it as with the ability which God supplies. 1 Pet. 4:10-11. 

15. Priests are to keep the charge of the sanctuary and tabernacle of the congregation and Keep it supplied and in 
proper order. Exod. 27:21 ; Lev. 24:3-8; Num. 3:38; Num. 18:5. 

16. Priests are to wash themselves with water before they go into the tabernacle of the congregation or come to the 
alter to minister. Exod. 30:18-21; Lev. 16:4,24. 

17. Ministers should be preachers of righteousness. 2 Pet. 2:5. 

18. Ministers should give thanks to God for their appointment to the ministry. 1 Tim. 1:12. 

19. A priest shall not go near the holy things which have been sanctified or dedicated to the LORD while he has 
uncleanness upon him. Lev. 22:3-8. 

20B-Qualifications and Attributes of Priests 

1. The office of priesthood is not to be filled by one who has recently become a Christian. 1 Tim. 3:6. 

2. Ministers are not to profane the name of their God. Lev. 21:6. 
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3. Priests are not to defile or profane themselves. Lev. 21:1-4,15. 

4. Priests are to be males of at least thirty years of age. 2 Chron. 31:16. 

5. Priests are not to marry a whore, widow, divorced woman or profane woman, but shall marry a virgin of his own 
people. Lev. 21:7,13-14; Ezek. 44:22. 

6. A minister must be blameless, vigilant, sober, just, holy, self-controlled, of good behavior, given to hospitality, and 
able to teach and exhort. 1 Tim. 3:2; Titus 1 :7-9. 

7. A minister must not be addicted to alcohol, violent or quick-tempered, greedy for money, quarrelsome, or covetous. 

1 Tim. 3:3; Titus 1:7-8. 

8. Must be of a good reputation outside the church. 1 Tim. 3:7. 

9. Priests are not to make themselves bald, shave off the comer of their beard or make any cuttings in their flesh. Lev. 
21:5. 

10. Priests are not to let their hair grow long. Ezek. 44:20. 

11. A priest shall not profane his posterity among his people. Lev. 21:15. 

12. A priest shall not eat anything that died of itself or has been tom in pieces. Ezek. 44:31. 

13. Disabilities and deformities not allowed for the priesthood: No blemish, blind man, lame, disfigured face, 
defomied limb, having a broken foot or hand, a hunchback or dwarf, a blemish in his eye, having eczema, or scabs, 
or crushed testicles. Lev. 21:16-23.. 

14. Priests to be of an of an unpolluted genealogy. Ezra 2:61-62. 

15. A stranger alien who comes near the priests office or the tabernacle shall be put to death. Num. 3:10,38. 

16. Ministers should not use flattery. 1 Thes. 2:5. 

17. A minister must be one who mles well his own house. 1 Tim. 3:4-5. 

18. A priest's daughter that plays the whore is to be burnt with fire. Lev. 21:9. 

19. Pastors should hold fast to sound words. 2 Tim. 1:13; Titus 1:9. 

20. Ministers should mourn for the release of heathen control and mle over the nation. Joel 2:17. 

20C-Duty and Purpose of the Church 

1. The members of the church are to be as one body with one and the same Spirit as Christ's body. Rom. 12:5; 1 Cor. 
10:17; 1 Cor. 12:11-31; Eph. 4:4. 

2. A church body should labor with perseverance for the sake of Christ's name. Rev. 2:3. 

3. The church is to assist only those widows that are not in the care of anyone. 1 Tim. 5:16. 

4. A church body is not to be lukewarm in its beliefs, but be either hot or cold regarding them. Rev. 3:15-16. 

5. The church is to make known the wisdom of God to civil leaders. Eph. 3:10. 

6. The house of God is to be a house of prayer. Matt. 21:13; Mark 11:17; Luke 19:46. 

7. Christ is the head of the church. Eph. 5:23,29-30. 

8. It is an abomination to do evil practices in God's house. 2 Chron. 36:14; Jer. 7:30. 

9. The church is to be the pillar and ground of the truth. 1 Tim. 3:15. 

10. A church is to be for the purpose of teaching. Mark 12:35; Acts 5:21; Acts 11:26; 1 Cor. 4:17; 1 Cor. 14:19; 

1 Cor. 12:28. 

20D-Guidelines for Church Assembly 

1. No one who is in any way unclean should enter the house of the LORD. 2 Chron. 23:19. 

2. No one who is emasculated, or has his male organ cut off, shall enter the assembly of the LORD. Deut. 23:1. 

3. A bastard (mongrel) shall not enter into the congregation of the LORD; even to his tenth generation. Deut. 23:2. 

4. No Ammonite or Moabite (those of another race) shall enter the assembly of the LORD; none of their descendants, 
even to the tenth generation, shall ever enter the assembly of the LORD. Deut. 23:3; Neh. 13:1. 

5. Women are to keep silence in the churches; for it is not permitted for them to speak, but they may speak through 
their husbands. 1 Cor. 14:34-35. 

6. Women are not to teach in the church. 1 Tim. 2:11-12. 

7. You shall not plant a grow of any trees near the alter of the LORD, your God. Deut. 16:21. 

8. Each member of the church or assembly of God is to use their gifts for the edification of the church. 1 Cor. 14:5,12. 

9. Give no offense to the church of God. 1 Cor. 10:32. 

10. A church is not to have those within it who hold to the doctrine of Balaam. Rev. 2:14. 

20E-Tithes and Offerings 

1. A tenth part of all increase is to be given as a tithe. Gen. 14:20; Gen. 28:22; Num. 18:21; Heb. 7:2,4. 

2. All offerings and things devoted to God as tithes are given to the priest and their aides. Gen. 14:18-20; Num. 
18:8-19,21,24; 2 Chron. 31:4-6,12-19; Neh. 10:37; Heb. 7:5. 
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3. We are to honor God by bringing the choice first fruits of our land into the house of God, so He may bring 
prosperity to us. Exod. 23:19; Mai. 3:10-12; Prov. 8:9-10. 

4. Withholding tithes and offerings to God is considered as robbing God. Mai. 3:8. 

5. Do not try to purchase gifts of God with money and offerings. Acts 8:18-21 . 

6. A tenth of all the produce of the land is to be tithed to God. Lev. 27:30; Deut. 14:22; 2 Chron. 31:5. 

7. A tenth of all cattle and farm animals are to be tithed to God. Lev. 27:32; 2 Chron. 31:6. 

8. If a man wishes to redeem part of his tithe, he shall add to it one-fifth of it. Lev. 27:31. 

9. You shall not bring the hire of a harlot or the wages of a dog (male prostitute) into the house of the LORD your 
God for any pledge, vow or tithe. Deut 23:18. 

10. Tithes of food and first fruits of the land are to be eaten by all the people, the foreigners, and the poor as a feast 
to God. Deut. 12:6-7,11-12; Deut. 14:23,28-29; Deut. 26:10-11 . 

11. Those that labor in preaching and teaching the word of God or in doing his work, are entitled to a good wage for 
their work. 2 Chron. 34:9-12,17; 1 Tim. 5:17-18. 

12. Priests and ministerial aides are to give a tenth of the tithes they receive. Num. 18:25-30. 

13. Tithes are to be given to the priests and ministerial aides so that they may devote themselves to the law of God. 
Num. 18:21-24; 2 Chron. 31:4; Neh. 10:37-39; Heb. 7:5. 

14. At the end of three years, you shall give the tithe of your increase to the ministerial aides, the sojourners, the 
orphans and widows in the land that they may eat. Deut. 26:12. 

20F -Warnings Regarding Priests and Prophets 

1. Beware of false prophets, which come to you in sheep's clothing but inwardly they are ravening wolves. Matt. 7:15; 
Matt. 24:11,24; Mark 13:22. 

2. Beware of those that honor Christ with words but teach as their doctrines the precepts and traditions of men. Matt. 
15:8-9. 

3. Bad pastors can cause the people to go astray and become devoured by their adversaries. Jer. 23:1-2; Jer. 50:6-7. 

4. Lying pastors and those that withhold the truth of God's word are cursed for causing national apostasy. Jer. 23:1-2. 

5. Those that boast are false apostles of Christ. 2 Cor. 11:12-13. 

6. Preachers who preach to please men are not a servant of Christ. Gal. 1:10. 

7. Beware lest any deceive you through philosophy, according to the traditions of men, and not according to Christ. 
Col. 2:8. 

8. Take heed that no preacher, theologian, or teacher deceive you; for many shall come in Christ's name and shall 
deceive many. Jer. 29:8-9; Matt. 24:4-5; Mark 13:5-6. 

9. Beware of pastors that feed themselves and become fat (wealthy) but do not feed (instruct) the people and will 
neglect their needs. Ezek. 34:2-4,10. 

10. Do not believe every spirit, but test the spirits, whether they are of God; for there are many false prophets. 

1 John 4:1. 

21A-Duties of Masters and Servants 

1. You are not to oppress the hired servant that is poor and needy, whether he be of thy brethren or a stranger, but 
shall give him his due wages. Deut. 24:14-15; Jer. 22:13. 

2. The laborer is worthy of his hire. Luke 10:7; 1 Tim. 5:18. 

3. Dutiful servants are to be honored. Prov. 27:18. 

4. The wages of a hired man are not to be detained but paid to him the same day. Lev 19:13; Deut. 24:15. 

5. Masters are to give to their servants that which is just and fair. Col. 4:1. 

6. Masters are to treat servants well and not to threaten them. Eph. 6:9. 

7. God will avenge those who keep back the wages of their hirelings through fraud and exploitation. Mai. 3:5; 

James 5:4. 

8. You shall not rule over a servant with rigor or severity, but you shall fear your God. Lev. 25:43. 

9. When a servant departs from your service, you shall not let him go away empty-handed, you shall supply him 
liberally from your estate. Deut. 15:13-14. 

21B-Rules Regarding Servants 

1. Servants and employees are not to work on the Sabbath. Exod. 20:10; Deut. 5: 12-14. 

2. A faithful servant should be given authority and a part of the inheritance. Gen. 41:40-43; Prov. 17:2. 

3. No man can serve two masters. Matt. 6:24; Luke 16:13. 

4. Your own brethren are not to be compelled to serve as a slave but shall be treated as a hired servant. 

Lev. 25:39-40,42. 
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5. Do not accuse a servant to his master, lest he curse you and you be found guilty. Prov. 30:10. 

6. A maidservant betrothed to her master can be redeemed but cannot be sold to a foreign nation. Exod. 21:8. 

7. Those of your race can be in service to you for only six years and are to be freed in the seventh year. Exod. 21:2; 
Deut. 15:12. 

8. If a maid-servant is betrothed to the master's son she shall be treated according to the custom of daughters. 

Exod. 21:9. 

9. A servant, when free from his service, shall be allowed to depart with that which he had when he went into service. 
Exod. 21:3-4. 

10. Do not become slaves of men. 1 Cor. 7:23. 

11. If a servant does not want his freedom at the end of six years but desires to remain with his master, he then shall 
be in servitude to him for life. Exod. 21:5-6; Deut. 15:16-17. 

12. A servant is not above or greater than his master. Matt 10:24; Luke 6:40; John 13:16; John 15:20. 

13. Those who are slaves of foreigners can be treated and bought as slaves (but not free men). Lev. 25:44-46. 

14. A brethren who is poor and sells himself into service to a foreigner can be redeemed at any time by one of his 
brethren, or if he is able, may redeem himself. Lev. 25:47-49. 

15. A fugitive slave should not be turned over to his master but is allowed to live among you. Deut. 23:15-16. 

16. If a man strikes his servant and he dies at his hand, he shall be punished. Exod. 21:20-21. 

17. If a servant is injured by his master he is then to be set free. Exod. 21:26-27. 

21C-Duties of Servants and Employees 

1. Servants are to honor their masters and to respect them all the more when they are believers. Mai. 1:6; 1 Tim. 

6 : 1 - 2 . 

2. Servants are to be obedient to their masters, not with eye service or as man pleasures, but as servants of Christ. 

Eph. 6:5-6; Col.. 3:22. 

3. Servants are to be submissive to their masters. 1 Pet. 2:18. 

4. Stewards are to be faithful. 1 Cor. 4:2; Titus 2:10. 

5. Duties of a servant of a priest. Lev. 22:10-11. 

6. Exhortation to servants to be obedient to their own masters, to be well pleasing in all things, not argumentative, 
not pilfering, but showing all good faith that they may adorn the Doctrine of God in all things. Titus 2:9. 

22A - Rules and Conduct of War 

1. When an enemy nation attacks, plead to God that He will deliver he enemy into your hand. Num. 21:1-3. 

2. You are not to destroy the produce of a region besieged and occupied. Deut 20:19-20. 

3. Before a nation goes to battle the people should pray to God that He will maintain their cause. 1 Kings 8:44-45. 

4. The use of spies towards enemy or hostile nations. Num. 13:1-21; Num.21:32; Josh. 2:1; Josh. 7:2. 

5. Priests (chaplains) are to encourage the people before battle that God will fight for them. Deut. 20:2-4. 

6. The LORD your God goes with you into battle, to fight for you against your enemies. Exod. 14:14; Deut. 20:1,4; 
2Chron. 13:12. 

7. We should inquire of the LORD as the weather or not we are to go to battle with another nation. Judges 6:33-40; 

1 Sam. 30:8; 2 Sam. 5:19,23. 

8. Blowing of a trumpet before going into battle. Num. 10:9; Num. 31 :6; Josh. 6:20; Judges 7:16-22. 

9. The conquering nation may take as spoils of war; cattle, money, land, and goods of the defeated nation (to the victor 
belongs the spoils of war). Num.31:9-ll; Deut. 2:35; Deut. 3:7; Josh. 8:2,27; 1 Chron. 20:2; 1 Chron. 26:27; 

Isa. 10:6. 

10. You shall not take as a spoil those things accursed of God (pagan artifacts, idols, etc.). Josh. 7:1-2,11-13,21-26. 

11. Abstain from every evil thing when at war against your enemies. Deut. 23:9. 

12. You shall not unnecessarily oppress kindred nations you are at war with. 2 Chron. 28:8-15. 

13. The tabernacle of testimony is to be brought into the camp of the army. Num. 1:50-53. 

14. When encamped during war you are to cover up excrement outside of the camp. Deut. 23:12-14. 

15. Cleanliness in the camp is to be maintained. Num. 31:19-24; Deut. 23:9-11. 

16. The spoils of war are to be divided between those who served in battle, and between all the inhabitants of the 
nation. Num. 31:27; Josh. 22:8. 

17. When you besiege a city you are to build bulwarks and fortified defenses within it until it be subdued. 

Deut. 20:20. 

18. Do not plunder or fight any nation without just cause. Psa. 7:4; Psa. 35:1,7-8. 

19. When forces march out to battle, a detachment is to remain to watch over the camp. 1 Sam. 30:24. 
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20. An army is divided into three divisions to divert the attention of the enemy and to conceal the attack. Judges 7:16; 
1 Sam. 11:11; 2 Sam. 18:2. 

2B-Armcd Forces 

1. Males 20 years old and up are to be mustered and enrolled for military service. Num. 1:2-3,17-46; Num. 2; Num. 
26:2; 2 Sam. 18:1. 

2. Only those who are able-bodied for war are to be enrolled for armed service. Num. 1:3,17-46; Num. 26:2. 

3. Military leaders or captains to be appointed over divisions of armed forces. Num. 2:2-29; Deut. 20:9; 1 Chron. 
27:1-15. 

4. Military chain of authority is to be established -Officers over thousands, the captains of thousands, and captains of 
hundreds, and captains over fifties, and captains over tens. Num. 31:48; Deut. 1:5; 2 Sam. 18:1. 

5. Military aides assigned to aid officers with their equipment and in battle. Judges 9:54; 1 Sam. 14:6-14; 1 Sam. 

16:21 . 

6. Military advisors or counselors are to be used in conducting war. Prov. 20:18; Prov. 24:8. 

7. A need to establish different branches of the armed forces with different leaders: captains of the guard (2 Chron. 
12:10); captains of chariots and captains of the cavalry (2 Chron. 8:9); chief of those armed with bows (1 Chron. 
12:2-3); chief of the infantry. (Judges 20:2.) 

8. A chief of captains, or general, is to be established over the armed forces; one who has demonstrated his military 
ability. 2 Sam. 5:8; 2 Sam. 20:23; 2 Sam. 23:8; 1 Chron. 11 :6; 1 Chron. 12:18. 

22C-Exemptions and Deferments From Service 

1. Those who have built a new house and have not yet dedicated it may be deferred from service. Deut. 20:5. 

2. Those who have planted a crop but have not yet reaped its fruits can be deferred from service. Deut. 20:6. 

3. Those that are fearful of battle or are fainthearted are to be exempt from service. Deut. 20:8. 

4. A man that has been married less than one year is not to go to war or be charged with any military duties. Deut. 
20:7; Deut. 24:5. 

5. Ministers are not eligible for military service. Num. 1:47. 

22D-Conduct Towards Enemies 

1. When faced with the alternative of battle we are not to be afraid of strong enemies. Deut. 20:1; Josh. 11:6; 

Psa. 27:3. 

2. Enemies are to be given an opportunity to surrender in peace before engaging in battle. Deut. 20:10. 

3. Enemies that surrender peaceable should be put under tribute but not killed. Deut. 20:11. 

4. If an enemy city or territory will not surrender in peace, but wills to war against us, we are then to go to war against 
it and besieged the it. Deut. 20:12; Josh. 11:19-20. 

5. We are not to destroy enemies taken captive or conquered but rather provide for them. 2 Kings 6:22-23. 

6. Heathen enemies within our own nation are to be totally destroyed. Deut. 7:2; Deut. 20:16-18; Josh. 6:21; Josh. 
8:24-28; Josh. 11:1-11 . 

7. The kings or leaders of a conquered enemy are to be executed. Num. 31:8; Josh. 8:29; Josh. 10:23-26,28,30,39; 
Josh. 11:10,12; Judges 7:25. 

8. We are not to have pity or mercy on heathen or ungodly enemies, but are to destroy all those who God shall deliver 
to us. Deut: 7:2,16. 

9. A defeated enemy nation is subject to pay tribute taxes to the conquering nation. 1 Kings 9:21; 2 Kings 18:14; 

1 Chron. 18:2,6; 2 Chron. 8:8; 2 Chron. 27:5; 2 Chron. 36:3. 

10. All males of heathen nations are to be killed. Num. 31:7,17; Deut. 20:13; Josh. 11:14. 

11. Prisoners of war, cattle, and goods of a defeated nation are to be taken as a spoil. Num. 31:9-18; Deut. 20:14; 
Josh. 11:14. 

12. We may take possession of the lands of defeated enemies. Num. 21:24-25,35. 

22E - Reasons and Causes of War 

1. War and defeat may be brought by God as punishment for national sins. Deut. 28:25,49-53; Josh. 7:5-12; 2 Sam. 
12:9-10; 2 Chron. 6:24,36; 2 Chron. 12:1-5; 2 Chron. 24:23-24; 2 Chron. 28:1-5; Job 19:29; Jer. 42:13,16; 

Ezek. 25:12-13; Ezek. 35:4-9; Amos 1:13-15. 

2. War may be of God or commanded by God. Num. 25:16-18; Num. 31; Deut. 2:24; Deut.7:l-2; Deut. 20:16-17; 
Josh. 8:1; 1 Sam. 15:2-3; 1 Chron. 5:22; Job. 38:23; Jer. 51 :20. 

3. Lust brings wars and fighting. James 4:1-2. 

4. War as a defense from unprovoked attack. Exod. 17:8-16; 1 Sam. 30:1-18; 2 Sam. 5:17-25; 2 Sam. 10:1-9; 2 Sam. 
21:15-22. 
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5. Evil men who continually stir up war. Psa. 140:1 -2. 

6. War is not to be undertaken but by the will of God. Deut. 1:41; Deut. 2:5,9,19; 2 Chron. 11:3-4. 

7. He that kills with the sword must be killed with the sword. Matt. 26:52; Rev. 13:10. 

22F-Peace & Victory 

1. There is a time for war and a time for peace. Eccl. 3:8. 

2. If you walk in God's statutes and keep His commandments, and do them, He will give peace in the land, and none 
shall make you afraid. Lev. 26:3,6; Psa. 85:8; Psa. 119:165; Prov. 3:1-2; Prov. 16:7; Isa. 32:17-18; Isa. 48:18. 

3. Victory against enemies in war is from God. Deut. 7:23; Deut. 20:4; Josh. 10:8-11. 

4. God will bless His people with peace. Psa. 29:11; Isa. 26:2-3,12; Hag. 2:9. 

5. The fear of God in enemies can prevent war. 2 Chron. 17:10; 2 Chron. 20:29-30. 

6. God causes peace and wars to end. Psa. 46:9; Psa. 147:14; Isa: 45:7. 

7. When our ways please the LORD, He makes our enemies to be at peace with us. Prov. 16:7. 

8. In abundance of counselors there is safety. Prov. 11:14. 

9. Pray to God for deliverance from enemies, and that they may not triumph over you. Psa. 25:2; Psa. 31:15; Psa. 59:1. 

10. If a people listen to God and walk in His ways and turn to God with prayer and repentance, He will release them 
from captivity and subdue their enemies. Exod. 23:22,27; 1 Kings 8:46-50; 2 Chron. 6:24-25,36-39; Psa. 81:14. 

11. The commandments of God make us wiser than our enemies. Psa. 119:98. 

12. Wisdom is better than weapons of war. Eccl. 9:18. 


PAGE 28 OF 46. 



Garfield county court 

country of Montana 
Common Law venue - - supreme Court 
sitting with the powers of a district and circuit court, united States of America 

Notice and Entry of Default by affidavit 

united States of America ) 

Montana state { organic } ) ss. before our Justices' pro tempore 

Garfield county ) 

TO: office of supreme Court clerk, c/o office of supreme Court Justices'; and. 

First Bank, 320 South Street, Jordan, Montana state; 

I, Charles A. Dramer, having just cause hereby notice all defendant parties' and make due entry of default against 
First Bank, Jordan, Montana state, said Bank having failed to make answer, or dishonor, or in any other manner 
concerning tender offer duly presented to said Bank upon courtesy time limit of ten ( 10 ) days to make answer to 
Charles A. Dramer in his country of Montana, “other jurisdiction” from the District of Columbia and its United 
States. 

First Bank above named having failed to make answer in any manner whatsoever are hereby declared in default for 
public record in and for Garfield county court. 

First Bank is hereby granted three days, ( 72 ) hours to contest this Notice and Entry of Default judgment against 
them, or in the alternative res judicata will occur against said Bank and other defendants, becoming public record in 
our Common Law venue original and exclusive jurisdiction in and for Garfield county-court via our Constitution of 
Montana under organic law. 

This Notice and Entry of Default by affidavit is true, correct and certain; and, “But before all, my brethren, do 
not swear, neither by the heavens, nor by the earth, nor any other kind of oath; but let your yes be 
yes; and your no, no; so that you may not fall under a sentence.” “Holy Scriptures” 

James 5:12 Ferrar Fenton 

teste meipso this_day of May, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, 

through our Redeemer, Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

per curiam:_ 

Charles A. Dramer, sui juris, in and for Garfield county court, country of Montana 
c/o RR Box 2, Jordan, Montana state, united States of America 


cc: other interested private parties' 




Sanborn county court 
country of South Dakota 
Common Law venue — supreme Court 
original and exclusive jurisdiction 

United States of America ) 

South Dakota state { organic } ) ss. before our Justices' 

Sanborn county ) Refusal for cause 

Affidavit of Mailing Service 

To: office of supreme Court clerk in Sanborn county-court c/o office of Sanborn county-court commissioners; and, 
Tom Fridley; Deborah Pfeffer; Monica Wader; Ray Westendorf and 

in re: purported indictment for equity claim and interest 
purported practising law without a license 

the above purported instruments hereinafter “sham process ” 

Refusal for cause as a special appearance special proceeding in Common Law venue, original and 
exclusive jurisdiction from Sanborn county court, country of South Dakota response to “sham process” 
above described in a legislative created tribunal. 

1, Francis L. Rhoads, the aggrieved party herein, a third party by Right of Inheritance private property in 
Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction make this special visitation to the above 
described legislative created “tribunal” in a foreign venue emanating from “within” the United States 
with prejudice in my Common Law venue orignal and exclusive jurisdiction in and for Sanborn county 
court in our country of South Dakota, a venue which is not waived either express or implied by Francis 
L. Rhoads under our Constitution of South Dakota and in purview of our national Constitution 
protections under Article of amendment the Eleventh which prohibits United States citizens from 
invoking the judicial power of the United States against Francis L. Rhoads in our Common Law venue 
original and exclusive jurisdiction in and for Sanborn county in our country of South Dakota in these 
united States of America. 

I, Francis L. Rhoads do not waive either express or implied my Common Law venue in and for Sanborn 
county-court, nor grant any in personam, in re, nor subject matter jurisdiction to the legislative created 
tribunal in Charles Mix county purporting to have a seal and expressly not waived by Francis L. Rhoads 
by provisions of the federal common law a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code at section 1-105, by parties' 
power to choose applicable law under the territorial application of the act in relation to supplementary 
general principles of law via threat, duress, coercion, undue influence, misrepresentation, fraud, law of 
contract, principal and agent, estoppel, bankruptcy and other validating and invalidating causes, reserved 
for the private party Francis L. Rhoads at U.C.C. § 1-207 by special, express and explicit reservation of 
all unalienable Rights waiving none ever, especially in the Article 1 legislative created tribunals in 
contradistinction to Article 111, judicial Courts of Justice created under our Constitutions, either South 
Dakota state or national. 

This special visitation response is to be construed as a demurrer under U.C.C. § 1-103, wherein the 
substantive Rights and Remedies for Francis L. Rhoads are preserved under U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 34 ) & (36) 
with or without resort to a legislative created tribunal and by parties' power to choose U.C.C. § 9-501 for 
any judicial process whatsoever under our Common Law of England as it was known at the time our 
territory of South Dakota became one of the several States under our organic law through our enabling 
act enumerated in our Constitution of South Dakota in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D.. 
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The “sham process ” presumes the third party is a statutory defined “person” ( means a corporation 
“alien” ) but has failed to present any conclusive presumptions into the “sham process” forum foreign 
jurisdiction attempting to compel said aggrieved private party to grant venue and jurisdiction to the 
legislative created “tribunal” which said venue is limited to the District of Columbia, its territories, its 
States, its states, its possessions and its subjects in their geographical restrictive limits as contained 
within our national Constitution and restrained in our geographical country of South Dakota, a separate 
territorial venue from the said District of Columbia fully protected for the Sovereign Francis L. Rhoads 
under our Article of amendment the Eleventh in our national Constitution. 

Attached are the “sham process” as exhibits through affidavit of Francis L. Rhoads, which were 
unlawfully presented to this private party, aggrieved party by non-registered foreign agents d/b/a the 
United States, through their agency ministerial officers in foreign venue and foreign jurisdiction. 

Said instruments above described are hereby refused for cause without dishonor pursuant to U.C.C. § 3- 
501, U.C.C. § 3-401 and returned forthwith in non-waiver of Common Law venue and judicial 
jurisdiction in our three separate and distinct branches of self-government under our guarantee by Article 
IV, section 4, and Article IV, section 2 of our national Constitution in our foreign country of South 
Dakota, a recognized Sovereign separate and distinct from the District of Columbia, and duly enforced 
for the aggrieved party Francis L. Rhoads in my country of South Dakota by non-waiver of unalienable 
Private Right to own private property. 

1. The aggrieved party is not a defendant; 

2. The aggrieved party is not an accused; 

3. The aggrieved party is not a coiporation; 

4. The aggrieved party is not a United States citizen nor resident, nor resident of the state of South 
Dakota; 

5. The instruments refused for cause are a sham pleading and sham process; 

6. The instruments are slanderous and contain lies, misinformation and deception; 

7. The instruments are brought for malicious and vexatious purposes; 

8. The instruments are brought in a voluntary appellate jurisdiction; 

9. The instruments are brought as prima facie trespass upon unalienable Right of Liberty possessed by 
the private party, a third party in relation to the presumed agreement of common usage orchestrated 
by the federal common law upon its subjects; 

10. The instruments are a fraud upon this Court of Justice; 

11. The purported plaintiff UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, does not have a voluntary signed contract 
with this private third party which could compel specific performance from the third party in the 
above styled legal fiction “sham process 

12. The aggrieved party hereby challenges the presumption that the alleged “Plaintiff’ is a Holder in Due 
Course per U.C.C. § 3-306 of any alleged instruments upon which the claim in the “sham process” 
instruments are based; 

13. The aggrieved party refuses the “sham process” instruments as incomplete under U.C.C. § 3-115; 

14. The aggrieved party denies that there are any underlying bona fide instruments to support the alleged 
“Plaintiffs” “sham process ” against the aggrieved party, this third party; 

15. The aggrieved party does not waive extradition into the compact party state of South Dakota, nor the 
state of the forum “within” the United States; 

16. The alleged Plaintiff has no standing to sue in the legislative created “tribunal” invading into our 
Common Law venue in Sanborn county repugnant to Article of amendment the Eleventh of our 
national Constitution; 
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17. The “sham process” is invalid and this third party does not inhabit the legislative created “tribunal's” 
venue, nor foreign jurisdiction; 

18. The purported summons in a criminal case should have been tendered to a coiporation to satisfy the 
intent of the foreign jurisdiction presentment; 

19. The purported magistrate Deborah Pfeffer was never granted consent by Francis L. Rhoads to hear 
any matters concerning said Francis L. Rhoads in and for Sanborn county nor in our country of South 
Dakota under guarantee of separation of powers doctrine provided for Francis L. Rhoads by our 
Article of amendment the Eleventh; 

20. The purported indictment was signed by a United States citizen who did not qualify as juror in 
compliance with Title 28, U.S.C. sections 1861 through 1877 whereby the jurors must be chosen 
from a fair cross section of the community and said jurors must not be United States citizens who 
have a conflict of interest in the outcome of the purported cause of action, and further keeping in 
compliance with the above mentioned Article of amendment the Eleventh of our national 
Constitution; 

21. The “sham process ” does not name the aggrieved party by the correct spelling of his name and is a 
misnomer whereby the aggrieved party cannot be sued without his consent in his Common Law 
venue; 

22. The alleged Plaintiff has not been prejudiced by the aggrieved party nor this third party, a private 
party in foreign venue; 

23. The Sanborn county-court clerk has never evidenced any bond posted into the “sham process” by the 
purported plaintiff to enable said legal fiction to maintain a cause of action against the aggrieved 
party; 

24. The purported plaintiff has failed to prove any verified oath or affirmation by a private party which 
could have supported a probable cause to exist in matters concerning Francis L. Rhoads in his 
country of South Dakota; 

25. The purported magistrate judge has never been granted leave by this Court for venue to hear these 
special matters in our foreign country of South Dakota; 

26. The alleged claim does not come under the Sovereign powers of our national government; 

27. The alleged plaintiff is represented by a title of nobility which is expressly prohibited in our national 
Constitution and in our Constitution of South Dakota expressly not waived by this third party; 

28. The alleged Plaintiff is attempting to induce the aggrieved party herein by fraud, threats, duress, 
coercion under U.C.C. § 3-505 (a)(l)(iii) to accept the “sham process” instruments and thereby 
waive Common Law venue in and for Sanborn county-court; 

29. The “sham process” alleged Plaintiff did not bond the purported criminal action in any tribunal in 
our country of South Dakota, nor in the state of South Dakota prior to the purported presentment of 
summons upon a presumed coiporation; 

30. The aggrieved party has no contracts nor covenants with the alleged plaintiff upon which the “sham 
process” instruments are based in Common Law venue, based upon findings of fraud upon this Court 
of Justice; 

31. The fact the alleged Plaintiff flies the gold-fringed flag of the United States and the fact the alleged 
attorney is a title of nobility which is prohibited in our country of South Dakota and the further fact 
these legislative created “tribunals” do not recognize our lawful money of account as denominated in 
gold minted Coin and silver minted Coin under our Treasury of the United States of America but 
works instead with script denominated bills of exchange under the common name federal reserve 
notes creates an impossibility for the aggrieved party and this third party under U.C.C. § 1-103.6 
through estoppel, fraud, coercion, duress, intimidation, undue influence, misrepresentation, 
bankruptcy, and the law of simple contract through principal and agent; 

32. The aggrieved party hereby respectfully presents this bona fide return of the “sham process” 
instruments, an unsubstantiated presentment under U.C.C. § 3-501 (b)(3). The aggrieved party 
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further makes demand upon the alleged Plaintiff to please exhibit the bona fide signed instruments 
under U.C.C. § 1-201(3) that contain the willful, knowing, and voluntary consent bona fide signature 
of this aggrieved party and this third party obligating said aggrieved party and said third party to 
respond to the “sham pleadings” hereby refused for cause without dishonor; 

33. The aggrieved party received no value from the purported Plaintiff as not waived by said aggrieved 
party pursuant to U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 44 ) ( d ) for any consideration sufficient to support a simple 
contract; 

34. The Plaintiff conducted a nisi prius “sham process” against the aggrieved party without bona fide 
presentments prior to the purported hearing before a foreign jurisdiction grand jury, United States 
citizens/subjects; 

35. The aggrieved party and this third party hereby demands bona fide proof of the alleged Plaintiffs 
claim that the alleged Plaintiff maintains a security interest, U.C.C. § 1-201 (37) in the private party, 
the private property of the aggrieved party which could make the alleged Plaintiff a Holder under 
U.C.C. § 1-201 (20) to make a due presentment in these legislative created “tribunal” restricted to 
their territorial application of the act by this private party's power to choose applicable law in our 
Common Law venue of original and exclusive jurisdiction in our Supreme Court in and for Sanborn 
county-court organized for judicial purposes; 

36. Please provide evidence of the alleged Plaintiffs lawful authority to make a presentment by way of 
an alleged Court case and provide what territorial venue or jurisdiction or application under U.C.C. § 
1-105 exists which this aggrieved party, a third party has agreed upon which contains the willful, 
knowing, and voluntary bona fide signature of this aggrieved party, this third party; 

37. There are grounds of insecurity on the part of the aggrieved party, and therefore, said aggrieved party 
demands assurances under U.C.C. § 2-609 as to the alleged Plaintiffs delegation of authority and 
assignment of rights to operate in this Union state, our country of South Dakota, in a purported 
municipal capacity, and further provide the Delegation Order that comes from the Secretary of the 
Treasury of the admitted bankrupt United States that applies to this American national free inhabitant 
in our country of South Dakota expressly “without” the United States and its limited, restricted 
venue., War Powers Act notwithstanding in this Common Law venue in and for Sanborn county- 
court in our country of South Dakota; 

38. What capacity is the alleged Plaintiff operating under in this “sham process”, a sovereign state, the 
commercial state, or the martial law state?; 

39. What principal is the alleged Plaintiff operating under in this “sham process”, the South Dakota 
republic, the federal Buck Act state of South Dakota, or the State of South Dakota, the Secretary of 
the Treasury of the United States, the International Monetary Fund, the Federal Reserve Bank, or the 
World Bank, the federal common law under common usage, Private International Law or any 
others?; 

40. Failure of the alleged Plaintiff to provide this aggrieved party and this third party with the above 
responsive demands and information within the courtesy ten (10) day time limit upon receipt of this 
special visitation by this refusal for cause without dishonor invalidates the “sham process” 
presentments you have made by way of the instruments herein under U.C.C. § 3-501, creating prima 
facie removal into our one supreme Court in and for Sanborn county, Common Law venue, original 
and exclusive jurisdiction under our Constitution of South Dakota in our Courts of Justice protected 
for the aggrieved party, a third party at Article of Amendment the Eleventh of our national 
Constitution; 

41. The aggrieved party being a third party does not waive either express or implied protections of 
Magna Charta chapter 38, whereby acts of government officers cannot move the Court by their own 
bare sayings without the support of two or more credible witnesses; 
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42. The aggrieved party expressly reserves “without prejudice” the writ of covenant commonly referred 
to as praecipe whereby no freeman shall lose his court in his Common Law venue one supreme Court 
in and for Sanborn county, country of South Dakota, united States of America; 

43. The aggrieved party expressly and explicitly reserves habeas coipus in Common Law venue in and 
for Sanborn county-court proven upon this Court of Record; 

Under U.C.C. § 1-201 (10) you have ten days to make timely answer, and a fault, under U.C.C. § 1- 
201(16) must therefore exist if you do not respond timely as demanded by this aggrieved party and this 
third party. This fault will be in the party of the alleged Plaintiff and will create a fraud through material 
misrepresentation which would vitiate everything from the beginning ( U.C.C. § 1-103 ) if the alleged 
Plaintiff does not respond completely, accurately, and truthfully to the lawful demands made herein by 
the aggrieved party to the alleged Plaintiffs “sham process” instruments. This aggrieved party, this third 
party reserves specially, expressly, and explicitly my unalienable Rights and remedies in these special 
matters under U.C.C. § 1-207.7 in our country of South Dakota. 

Willful failure on the legislative created “tribunal's” and the alleged Plaintiffs part to vacate the “sham 
process ” of the above refused for cause instruments will result in the aggrieved party pressing civil and 
criminal process under U.C.C. § 9-501 in our Common Law venue in our original and exclusive 
jurisdiction in our Sanborn county-court organized for judicial purposes in our Division of South Dakota 
in our national circuit Courts of Justice separate and distinct from the federal district pursuant to the 
course of the Common Law where the Common Law is competent to give remedy in our country of 
South Dakota. And lawful warrants of arrest will issue against the delinquents who have willfully, 
knowingly, wantonly and maliciously denied, delayed and sold justice against the aggrieved party before 
many witnesses in our country of South Dakota, expressly not “within” the admitted bankrupt United 
States and its agency state of South Dakota d/b/a the county of Sanborn of the state of South Dakota. 

The modem rules of Court procedure have not abolished demurrers. They have merely made them 
subject to the rules of civil procedure and by special rule demurrers are necessary to prove for the trier of 
fact a preponderance of the evidence to overcome any presumptions foisted upon said trier of fact by the 
forbidden titles of nobility “within” the United States. 

This refusal for cause without dishonor is true, correct and certain; and, “But before all, my 
brethren, do not swear, neither by the heavens, nor by the earth, nor any other 
kind of oath; but let your yes be yes; and your no, no; so that you may not fall 
under a sentence.” James 5:12 
Respectfully presented, 

Court Seal: 


Francis L. Rhoads, in personam, in re, in Sanborn county-court, in our country of South Dakota 
Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction at the choice of the suitor 
“without recourse” U.C.C. § 1-207.7 

Done and dated this_day of May, in the year of our Almighty God, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D. 

notary public Seal: 


, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately bonded. 
I, , notary public in our County and State aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge the 

above described document as true, correct and certain, duly signed before me by the freeman character known as Francis L. 

Rhoads on this_day of May, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Fees: 

Oath:_, Postage:_, Affidavit:_, 
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Shawnee county-court 
Common Law venue - - supreme Court 

sitting with the Powers of a district and circuit court in and for Shawnee county 
original and exclusive jurisdiction 


united States of America 

) 


Kansas state { organic } 

) ss. 

before our Justices' 

Shawnee county 

) 

Refusal for cause 

Affidavit of Mailing Service 


To: office of supreme Court clerk in Shawnee county c/o office of Shawnee county-court commissioners; 
STATE OF KANSAS; DISTRICT COURT OF SHAWNEE COUNTY; Lana Morris; E. Roger Krehbiel; 
Leo (Lee) Taylor; William Rice; Willie Tabor; Bill Graves; Charles Simmons; Adrian Allen; James 
MacNish; John W. Smith; Betty McBride; D. D. Soto; 


in re: purported summons in purported case no. 95TR003645 
purported order dated Nov. 16, 1994 
purported termination notice dated Feb. 24th, 1995 
denial of free travel notice dated 2-13-95 

purported ticket nos. SNSP0000702454, 2209483/4 and 2209485/6 

the above instruments hereinafter “sham process” 

Refusal for cause as a special appearance special proceeding response to “sham process ” above described. 

I, Ronald Alexander Griesacker, the aggrieved party herein, make this special visitation to the above styled 
Legislative Assembly created “tribunal” in a foreign venue emanating from “within” the United States 
with prejudice in my Common Law venue in and for Shawnee county court; a venue which is not waived 
either express or implied by me, Ronald Alexander Griesacker, under our Constitution of Kansas and in 
purview of our national protections under Article of amendment the Eleventh which prohibits United States 
citizens from invoking the judicial power of the United States by their agency state of Kansas against 
Ronald Alexander Griesacker in our Common Law venue in Shawnee county in our country of Kansas in 
these united states of America. 

I, Ronald Alexander Griesacker, do not waive either express or implied my Common Law venue original 
and exclusive jurisdiction in Shawnee county court, nor grant any in personam, nor in re, nor subject matter 
jurisdiction into the United States federal Legislative Assembly created tribunals. 

This special visitation response is to be construed as a demurrer under U.C.C. § 1-103:46, wherein the 
substantive Rights and Remedies for Ronald Alexander Griesacker are preserved under U.C.C. § 1-201 (34) 
& (36) with or without resort to a Legislative Assembly created tribunal and by parties' power to choose 
applicable law under U.C.C. § 1-105 under our Common Law of England as it was known at the time our 
territory of Kansas became one of the several States in America under our organic law through our enabling 
act enumerated in our Constitution of Kansas. 

The “sham process ” presumes the aggrieved party is a statutory defined “person” ( means a corporation 
“alien” ) but has failed to present any conclusive presumptions into the “sham process” forum foreign 
jurisdiction compelling said aggrieved party to grant venue and jurisdiction to the Legislative Assembly 
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created “tribunals” which said venue is limited to the District of Columbia, its territories, its States, its 
states, its possessions, its citizens and its subjects in their geographical restrictive limits as contained within 
our national Constitution and restrained in our geographical country of Kansas, a separate territorial venue 
from the said District of Columbia fully protected for the sovereign Ronald Alexander Griesacker under our 
Article of amendment the Eleventh in our national Constitution in these united States of America. 

Attached hereto is the “sham process ” as exhibits, which were unlawfully presented to the aggrieved party 
by non-registered foreign agents d/b/a the United States under federal common law a/k/a Uniform 
Commercial Code, through their agent compact party state of Kansas. 

Said instruments above described are hereby refused for cause without dishonor pursuant to U.C.C. § 3-501 
and returned forthwith in non-waiver of Common Law venue under separation of powers guarantee by 
Article IV, section 4 of our national Constitution in our country of Kansas, a recognized Sovereign separate 
and distinct from the District of Columbia, and duly enforced for the aggrieved party under our Constitution 
of Kansas by non-waiver of unalienable Right possessed by Ronald Alexander Griesacker. 

1. The aggrieved party is not a respondent; 

2. The aggrieved party is not a defendant; 

3. The aggrieved party is not a coiporation; 

2. The aggrieved party is not a United States citizen nor resident, nor resident of the state of Kansas; 

3. The instruments refused for cause are a “sham pleading”; 

4. The instruments are slanderous and contain lies, misinformation and deception; 

5. The instruments are brought for malicious and vexatious purposes; 

6. The instruments are brought as prima facie violation of Right of privacy under Article of amendment the 
Fourth of our national Constitution; 

7. The instruments are a fraud upon this Court of Justice; 

8. The purported plaintiff STATE OF KANSAS, does not have a voluntary signed contract with the 
aggrieved party which could compel specific performance in the above styled legal fiction “sham 
process ” Legislative Assembly created tribunal; 

9. The aggrieved party hereby challenges the presumption that the alleged “Plaintiff’ is a Holder in Due 
Course per U.C.C. § 3-306 of any alleged instruments upon which the claim in the “sham process” 
instruments are based; 

10. The aggrieved party refuses the “sham process” instruments as incomplete under U.C.C. § 3-115; 

11. The aggrieved party denies that there are any underlying bona fide instruments to support the alleged 
“Plaintiffs” “sham process ” against the aggrieved party and this third party; 

12. The aggrieved party does not waive extradition into the compact party state of Kansas, nor the state of 
the forum “within” the United States; 

13. The alleged Plaintiff has no standing to sue in the Legislative Assembly created “tribunals” invading 
into our Common Law venue in Shawnee county-court repugnant to Article of amendment the Eleventh 
of our national Constitution; 

14. The “sham process” is invalid and the aggrieved party does not inhabit the Legislative Assembly 
created “tribunal's” venue; 

15. The purported order to appear is not signed in Common Law venue by a judicial officer; 

16. RONALD ALEXANDER G RIE SACKER is a misnomer in relation to Ronald Alexander Griesacker; 

16. The purported order to appear has no judicial seal affixed thereto; 

17. The purported request to restrict free travel does not contain any supporting affidavit from an injured 
private party supporting a compulsory process as guaranteed by public officers public oaths to the 
People in our country of Kansas; 

18. The purported agency STATE OF KANSAS has failed to present any bond into any Court of Justice 
which could comply with the public hearing officer's public oath of office to the appellate supreme court 
justices' creating jurisdiction in a Legislative Assembly created tribunal for process to issue against the 
parties'; 
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19. The purported letters and orders by the public hirelings violates the due process clause of our Article of 
amendment the Fifth of our national Constitution in relation to the special character of the aggrieved 
party in Common Law venue; 

20. The purported documents fail to provide for extradition process necessary for the executive power of 
“other jurisdiction” to acquire judicial enforcement against the aggrieved party in Common Law 
venue; 

36. The alleged Plaintiff has not been prejudiced by the aggrieved party nor this third party; 

37. The purported hearing officer has never been granted leave by this Court for venue to hear these special 
matters; 

39. The alleged claim does not come under the Sovereign powers of our national government; 

40. The alleged plaintiff is represented by a title of nobility which is expressly prohibited in our national 
constitution and in our Constitution of Kansas as expressly not waived by the aggrieved party; 

41. The alleged Plaintiff is attempting to induce the aggrieved party herein by fraud, threats, duress, 
coercion under U.C.C. § 3-505 (a)( l)(iii) to accept the “sham process” instruments; 

44. The aggrieved party has no contracts nor covenants with the alleged plaintiff upon which the “sham 
process” instruments are based in Common Law venue; 

46. The aggrieved party hereby respectfully presents this bona fide return of the “sham process” 
instruments, an unsubstantiated presentment under U.C.C. § 3-501 (b)(3). The aggrieved party further 
makes demand upon the alleged Plaintiff to please exhibit the bona fide signed instruments under U.C.C. 
§ 1-201(3) that contain the willful, knowing, and voluntary consent bona fide signature of this aggrieved 
party and this third party obligating said aggrieved party and said third party to respond to the sham 
pleadings hereby refused for cause without dishonor; 

47. The aggrieved party received no value from the purported Plaintiff as not waived by said aggrieved party 
pursuant to U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 44 ) ( d ) for any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract; 

49. The aggrieved party and this third party hereby demands bona fide proof of the alleged Plaintiffs claim 
that the alleged Plaintiff maintains a security interest, U.C.C. § 1-201 (37) in the private party, the 
private property of the aggrieved party which could make the alleged Plaintiff a Holder under U.C.C. § 
1-201 (20) to make a due presentment in these Legislative Assembly created “tribunals” restricted to 
their territorial application of the act by this private party's power to choose applicable law in our 
Common Law venue of original and exclusive jurisdiction in our supreme Court in Shawnee county 
organized for judicial purposes; 

50. Please provide evidence of the alleged Plaintiffs lawful authority to make a presentment by way of an 
alleged Court case and provide what territorial venue or jurisdiction or application under U.C.C. § 1-105 
exists which this aggrieved party, a third party has agreed upon which contains the willful, knowing, and 
voluntary bona fide signature of this aggrieved party and this third party; 

51. There are grounds of insecurity on the part of the aggrieved party, and therefore, said aggrieved party 
demands assurances under U.C.C. § 2-609 as to the alleged Plaintiffs delegation of authority and 
assignment of rights to operate in this union State, our country of Kansas, in a purported municipal 
capacity, and further provide the Delegation Order that comes from the Secretary of the Treasury of the 
admitted bankrupt United States that applies to this American national free inhabitant in our country of 
Kansas expressly “without” the United States and its limited, restricted venue., War Powers Act not¬ 
withstanding in this Common Law venue in Shawnee county in our country of Kansas; 

52. What capacity is the alleged Plaintiff operating under in this “sham process”, a sovereign State, the 
commercial state, or the martial law state?; 

53. What principal is the alleged Plaintiff operating under in this “sham process”, the Kansas republic, the 
federal Buck Act state of Kansas, or the State of Kansas, the Secretary of the Treasury of the United 
States, the International Monetary Fund, the Federal Reserve Bank, or the World Bank, the federal 
common law under common usage, Private International Law or any others?; 

54. Failure of the alleged Plaintiff to provide this aggrieved party and this third party with the above 
responsive demands and information within the courtesy ten (10) day time limit upon receipt of this 
special visitation by this refusal for cause without dishonor invalidates the “sham process” 


“refusal for cause” 


“special visitation” 
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presentments you have made by way of the instruments herein under U.C.C. § 3-501, creating prima 
facie removal into our one supreme Court, Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction 
under our Constitution of Kansas protected for the aggrieved party at Article of Amendment the 
Eleventh of our national constitution; 

55. The aggrieved party being a third party does not waive either express or implied protections of Magna 
Charta chapter 38, whereby acts of government officers cannot move the Court by their own bare 
sayings; 

56. The aggrieved party expressly reserves “without prejudice” the writ of covenant commonly referred to 
as praecipe whereby no freeman shall lose his court; 

57. The aggrieved party expressly and explicitly reserves habeas corpus in Common Law venue proven upon 
this Court of Record; 

Under U.C.C. § 1-201 (10) you have ten days to make timely answer, and a fault, under U.C.C. § 1-201(16) 
must therefore exist if you do not respond timely as demanded by this aggrieved party and this third party. 
This fault will be in the party of the alleged Plaintiff and will create a fraud through material 
misrepresentation which would vitiate everything from the beginning ( U.C.C. § 1-103 ) if the alleged 
Plaintiff does not respond completely, accurately, and truthfully to the lawful demands made herein by the 
aggrieved party to the alleged Plaintiffs “sham process” instruments. This aggrieved party, this third party 
reserves specially, expressly, and explicitly her unalienable Rights and remedies in these special matters 
under U.C.C. § 1-207.7. 

Willful failure on the Legislative Assembly created “tribunal's” and the alleged Plaintiffs part to vacate the 
“sham process ” of the above refused for cause instruments will result in the aggrieved party pressing civil 
and criminal process under U.C.C. § 9-501, U.C.C. § 1-105 via U.C.C. § 1-103 in our Common Law venue, 
original and exclusive jurisdiction in our Shawnee county-court organized for judicial purposes in our 
country of Kansas separate and distinct from the federal district pursuant to the course of the Common Law 
where the Common Law is competent to give remedy in our country of Kansas. And lawful warrants of 
arrest will issue against the delinquents who have willfully, knowingly, wantonly and maliciously denied, 
delayed and sold justice and right against the aggrieved party before many witnesses in our country of 
Kansas, expressly not “within” the admitted bankrupt United States and its agency state of Kansas d/b/a the 
county of Shawnee of the state of Kansas. 

The modem rules of Court procedure have not abolished demurrers. They have merely made them subject 
to the rules of civil procedure and by special rule demurrers are necessary to prove for the trier of fact a 
preponderance of the evidence to overcome any presumptions foisted upon said trier of fact by the forbidden 
titles of nobility “within” the United States. 

This refusal for cause without dishonor is true, correct and certain; and, “But before all, my 
brethren, do not swear, neither by the heavens, nor by the earth, nor any other kind of 
oath; but let your yes be yes; and your no, no; so that you may not fall under a sentence.” 
James 5:12 
Respectfully presented, 

Court Seal:_ 

Ronald Alexander Griesacker, in personam, in re, in Shawnee county, in our country of Kansas 
Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction at the choice of the suitor 
“without recourse” U.C.C. § 1-207.7 

Done and dated this_day of July, in the year of our Almighty God, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D. 

_, notary public Seal: 

, duly appointed, empowered, commissioned, and privately bonded 
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I,_, notary public in our Common Law venue country of Kansas in the 

county aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge the due presentment of facts signed before me by the free inhabitant 
Ronald Alexander Griesacker in his Common Law venue original and exclusive jurisdiction in Shawnee county-court 
organized for judicial purposes as being true, correct and certain whereby no freeman shall lose his Court under our writ 
of praecipe, ( formerly writ of covenant ) in our peculiar jurisdiction, which is exclusive to the Sovereign in our State, 
the admitted bankrupt United States notwithstanding in their statutory realm “sham process”. 

Fees:_, Oath:_, Affidavit:_, 

Postage:_, Mileage:_, Misc:_. 

I, Ronald Alexander Griesacker, having just cause hereby attest and acknowledge sending by united States of America 

first-class postage prepaid the above refusal for cause on this_day of July, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D., 

to the following business addresses: 


This affidavit of mailing service is true, correct and certain; and, “But before all, my brethren, do not swear, neither by the 
heavens, nor by the earth, nor any other kind of oath; but let your yes be yes; and your no, no; so that you may 
not fall under a sentence.” “Holy Scriptures” James 5:12 

teste meipso this_day of_, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, 

through our Redeemer, Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

per curiam:_ 

Ronald Alexander Griesacker, sui juris in and for Shawnee county-court 
c/o RR1, Box 54, Saint Mary's, Kansas state, united States of America 
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Anderson 

Uniform Commercial Code 
3 rd Edition, Vol. 6, §§ 3-306 to 4-201; © 1984 

'in part', in re: § 3-419, "Conversion" 

B. Conversion 
1. General principles 

§ 3-419:17. What constitutes conversion. 

Under the Code there is a conversion of the instrument in the following circumstances: 

(a) Nonreturn. The instrument is converted when the drawee to who it is delivered for acceptance refuses to return 
it on demand. 12 Such conduct does not constitute an acceptance. 13 

(b) Nonpayment. The instrument is converted if any person to whom it is delivered for payment refuses on demand 
to pay it or return it. 14 

12 - See § 3-419:22 

13 - See § 3-419:1, pt. 1. 

14 - See § 3-419:20 

§ 3-419:19. -Participation in breach of fiduciary duty. 

A collecting bank is liable to the payee for common-law conversion when it takes checks on indorsements 
forged by an employee of the payee and such checks are deposited in the personal account of the employee. 4 

"If a bank receives a deposit with instructions to place it to the credit of a fiduciary in his representative 
capacity, and instead credits it to the individual account of the fiduciary, the bank is liable in conversion if the 
deposit is later disbursed by the trustee for non-trust purposes. 5 


4 - Citizens State Bank v. National Surety Corp. (1980) 199 Colo. 497, 612 P2d 70, 28 UCCRS 1430, later app 
(Colo App) 651 P2d 460. 

5 - Re Quantum Dev. Corp. (1975 DC VI) 397 F Supp 329, 17 UCCRS 454, affd (CAS VI) 534 F2d 532, 18 
UCCRS 1228, cert den 429 US 827, 50 L Ed 2d 90, 97 S Ct 84. 


§ 3-419:20. Refusal to accept or return paper. 

There is a conversion on commercial paper within UCC § 3-419 when a drawee to whom it is delivered for 
acceptance refuses to return it on demand, 6 or any person to whom the paper is delivered for payment refuses on 
demand either to pay or to return it. 7 


6 - UCC § 3-419(l)(a). 

As to what constitutes refusal, see § 3-419:1, pt 2. 

7 - UCC § 3-419(l)(b). 

As to what constitutes refusal, see § 3-419:1, pt 2. 

§ 3-419:22. -Conversion by restrictive indorsee. 

When a depositary-collecting bank cashes a check over a restrictive indorsement and applies the proceeds 
in a manner contrary to the endorsement, that bank is liable to the payee in conversion. 9 

9 - Tette v Marine Midland Bank (1981, 4th Dept) 78 App Div 2d 383, 435 NYS2d 413, 30 UCCRS 1059 
(dictum); Re Quantum Dev. Corp. (1975 DC VI) 397 F Supp 329, 17 UCCRS 454, affd (CAS VI) 534 F2d 532, 18 
UCCRS 1228, cert den 429 US 827, 50 L Ed 2d 90, 97 S Ct 84. 


2. Damages recoverable 




§ 3-419:29. Generally. 

In an action against a drawee on the authority of UCC § 3-419(1). "the measure of the drawee's liability is 
the face amount of the instrument." In other actions under UCC § 3-419(1) the measure of damages is presumed to 
be the face amount of the paper. 17 

17 • UCC § 3-419(2). 

§ 3-419:30. Refusal of drawee to accept or return paper. 

In a conversion action against the drawee who refuses to return on demand an instrument delivered for 
acceptance 3 the measure of this liability is the face amount of the instrument. 4 In effect, this makes him liable as if he 
had accepted the instrument, 5 notwithstanding that his act is not otherwise given the legal consequences of the 
acceptance. 6 

3 - See §3-419:20. 

4 - UCC § 3-419(2). 

5 - See § 3-419:1, pt 4. 

6 - See § 3-419:4. 



STATE OF MONTANA 

UNIFORM COMMERCIAF CODE - FORM FS-3 

Statements of Continuation, Assignment, Partial Assignment, Partial Release, Termination, Etc. 

NON STANDARD NON NEGOTIABLE, non-federal form 

This FINANCING STATEMENT is presented to a filing officer for filing pursuant to the Uniform Commercial Code. _ 

Name and Address of Debtor 50 M NAME AND ADDRESS OF SECURED PARTY Montana Secretary of State filling officer 

_ country of Montana, Notary Public _ 

Robert N. Phipps and wife, LeRoy M. Schweitzer 

c/o office of county commissioners c/o P.O. Box 16 
Garfield county Brusett, Montana state 

Jordan, Montana state United States of America 

United States of America non-domestic mailing location 

& office of 

Comptroller of the Currency _ 

Tax I.D. # _ 

County of Residence Garfield pre-paid Account # 8520799406 

This STATEMENT refers to Original Financing Statement File No. _ 

FULL ASSIGNMENT [] 


PARTIAL ASSIGNMENT [] 

The Secured Party states that the Secured Party has assigned to the Assignee whose name and address is shown below, all of the Secured Party's 
rights under the Financing Statement bearing the File No. and filed on the date shown above in the collateral listed below: 

CHERDAN TRUST Fifty Million Dollars and all collateral listed on U.C.C./FS-l non-standard,non- 

co-trustee Daniel E.Petersen negotiable form,bearing the above original file number duly notarized in our country of Montana 

c/o P.O. Box 61 expressly not “within” the United States. 

Winnett, Montana state 
United States of America 
non-domestic mailing location 


OTHER [ ] 


Number of additional sheets presented [ 


Robert N. Phipps and wife, co-debtor 

Comptroller of the Currency, Washington, D.C. 


BY: 

BY: 

Signature(s) of Debtor(s) 

Signature(s) of Secured Party(ies) 


SECRETARY OF STATE ALPHA teste meipso this 23rd day of November, 1994 
























STATE OF MONTANA 

UNIFORM COMMERCIAL CODE - FORM FS-3 


Statements of Continuation, Assignment, Partial Assignment, Partial Release, Termination, Etc. 
NON STANDARD NON NEGOTIABLE, non-federal form 
This FINANCING STATEMENT is presented to a filing officer for filing pursuant to the Uniform Commercial Code. 


Name and Address of Debtor 100 M 

NAME AND ADDRESS OF SECURED PARTY 

Montana Secretary of State filling officer 
country of Montana, Notary Public 

Joyce B. Dixon and husband, 
c/o Comptroller of the Currency 
Administrator of National Banks 
Washington, D.C. 20219 
& office of 

Comptroller of the Currency 

LeRoy M. Schweitzer 
c/o P.O. Box 16 

Brusett, Montana state 
united States of America 
non-domestic mailing location 


Tax ED. # 

County of Residence 

pre-paid Account # 8520799406 


This STATEMENT refers to Original Financing Statement File No. 

FULL ASSIGNMENT [ ] 


PARTIAL ASSIGNMENT [ 1 

The Secured Party states that the Secured Party has assigned to the Assignee whose name and address is shown below, all of the Secured Party's 
rights under the Financing Statement bearing the File No. and filed on the date shown above in the collateral listed below: 

CHERDAN TRUST One Hundred Million Dollars and all collateral listed on U.C.C./FS-l non-standard,non- 

co-tmstee Daniel E.Petersen negotiable form,bearing the above original file number duly notarized in our country of Montana 

c/o P.O. Box 61 expressly not “within” the United States. 

Winnett, Montana state 
United States of America 
non-domestic mailing location 


OTHER [ 1 


Number of additional sheets presented [ ] 


Joyce B. Dixon and husband, co-debtors 


Comptroller of the Currency, Washington, D.C. 


BY: 

BY: 

Signature(s) of Debtor(s) 

Signature(s) of Secured Party(ies) 


SECRETARY OF STATE ALPHA teste meipso this day of March, 1995 
























STATE OF Minnesota 

UNIFORM COMMERCIAL CODE - FORM FS-3 


Statements of Continuation, Assignment, Partial Assignment, Partial Release, Termination, Etc. 
NON STANDARD NON NEGOTIABLE, non-federal form 
This FINANCING STATEMENT is presented to a filing officer for filing pursuant to the Uniform Commercial Code. 


Name and Address of Debtor 100 M 

NAME AND ADDRESS OF SECURED PARTY 

Montana Secretary of State filling officer 
country of Montana, Notary Public 

Brian D. Wengar, and wife 
c/o 

Minnesota state 
united States of America 
& office of 

Comptroller of the Currency 

Donald G. Nelson 
c/o P.O. Box 307 

Lake Elmo, Minnesota state 
united States of America 
non-domestic mailing location 


Tax ED. # 

County of Residence Ramsey 

pre-paid Account # 


This STATEMENT refers to Original Financing Statement File No. 

FULL ASSIGNMENT [ ] 


PARTIAL ASSIGNMENT [ 1 

The Secured Party states that the Secured Party has assigned to the Assignee whose name and address is shown below, all of the Secured Party's 
rights under the Financing Statement bearing the File No. and filed on the date shown above in the collateral listed below: 

John Doe TRUST One Hundred Million Dollars and all collateral listed on U.C.C.-l non-standard,non- 

co-trustee ( your friend ) negotiable form,bearing the above original file number duly notarized in our country of Minnesota 

c/o P.O. Box 0000 expressly not “within” the United States. 

Anywhere, Minnesota state 
united States of America 
non-domestic mailing location 


OTHER [ 1 


Number of additional sheets presented [ ] 


Brian D. Wengar, and wife, co-debtor 


Comptroller of the Currency, Washington, D.C. 


BY: 

BY: 

Signature(s) of Debtor(s) 

Signature(s) of Secured Party(ies) 


SECRETARY OF STATE ALPHA teste meipso this day of March, 1995 
























1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 30-9-402. Formal requisites of financing statement -- amendments - 
- mortgage as financing statement. (1) A financing statement is sufficient if it gives the names of the debtor and the 
secured party, is signed by the debtor, gives an address of the secured party from which information concerning the 
security interest may be obtained, gives a mailing address and the county of residence of the debtor, and contains a 
statement indicating the types or describing the items of collateral. A financing statement may be filed before a 
security agreement is made or a security interest otherwise attaches. If the financing statement covers timber to be 
cut, minerals or the like (including oil and gas) or accounts subject to 30-9-103(5), or farm products or if the 
financing statement is filed as a fixture filing (30-9-313) and the collateral is goods which are or are to become 
fixtures, the statement must also comply with subsection (5). A copy of the security agreement is sufficient as a 
financing statement if it contains the above information and is signed by the debtor. 

(2) A financing statement which otherwise complies with subsection (1) is sufficient when it is signed by the 
secured party instead of the debtor if it is filed to perfect a security interest in: 

(a) collateral already subject to a security interest in another jurisdiction when it is brought into this state, or 
when the debtor's location is changed to this state. Such a financing statement must state that the collateral was 
brought into this state or that the debtor's location was changed to this state under such circumstances. 

(b) proceeds under 30-9-306 if the security interest in the original collateral was perfected. Such a financing 
statement must describe the original collateral. 

(c) collateral as to which the filing has lapsed, if within 5 years of the lapse; or 

(d) collateral acquired after a change of name, identity, or corporate structure of the debtor (subsection (7)). 

(3) A form substantially as follows is sufficient to comply with subsection (1): 

Name of debtor (or assignor) .... 

Social security number or tax identification number .... 

Address .... 

Name of secured party (or assignee).... 

Address .... 

1. This financing statement covers the following types (or items) of property: 

(Describe).... 

2. (If collateral is crops, livestock, or unmanufactured agricultural products) The above described crops, 
livestock, or unmanufactured agricultural products are growing, being raised, or being produced or are to be grown, 
raised, or produced on: 

(Describe Real Estate and County Where Located).... 

3. (If applicable) The above goods are to become fixtures on: 

(Describe Real Estate).... 

and this financing statement is to be filed in the real estate record. (If the debtor does not have an interest or record) 
The name of a record owner is .... 

4. (If products of collateral are claimed) Products of the collateral are also covered. 

(Use whichever Signature of Debtor (or Assignor) .... 

is applicable) Signature of Secured Party (or Assignee).... 

(4) A financing statement may be amended by filing a writing signed by both the debtor and the 
secured party. An amendment does not extend the period of effectiveness of a financing statement. If any 
amendment adds collateral, it is effective as to the added collateral only from the filing date of the 
amendment. In this chapter, unless the context otherwise requires, the term "financing statement" means the 
original financing statement and any amendments. 

(5) (a) A financing statement covering timber to be cut or covering minerals or the like (including oil and 
gas) or accounts subject to 30-9-103(5), or a financing statement filed as a fixture filing (30-9-313) when the debtor 
is not a transmitting utility, must show that it covers this type of collateral, must recite that it is to be filed in the real 
estate records, and the financing statement must contain a description of the real estate sufficient if it were contained 
in a mortgage of the real estate to give constructive notice of the mortgage under the law of this state. If the debtor 
does not have an interest of record in the real estate, the financing statement must show the name of a record owner. 

(b) A financing statement covering farm products must contain a reasonable description of the real estate 
upon which the farm products are produced or located. A legal description of the real estate is not required; a 
statement naming the county or counties in which the farm products are produced or located is sufficient to satisfy 
this subsection (b). 



(6) (a) A mortgage is effective as a financing statement filed as a fixture filing from the date of its recording 
if: 

(i) the goods are described in the mortgage by item or type; 

(ii) the goods are or are to become fixtures related to the real estate described in the mortgage; 

(iii) the mortgage complies with the requirements for a financing statement in this section other than a 
recital that it is to be filed in the real estate records; and 

(iv) the mortgage is duly recorded. 

(b) No fee with reference to the financing statement is required other than the regular recording and 
satisfaction fees with respect to the mortgage. 

(7) A financing statement sufficiently shows the name of the debtor if it gives the social security number or 
tax identification number of the debtor and the individual, partnership, or corporate name of the debtor, whether or 
not it adds other trade names or the names of partners. If the debtor so changes the debtor's name or in the case of an 
organization its name, identity, or corporate structure that a filed financing statement becomes seriously misleading, 
the filing is not effective to perfect a security interest in collateral acquired by the debtor more than 4 months after 
the change unless a new appropriate financing statement is filed before the expiration of that time. A filed financing 
statement remains effective with respect to collateral transferred by the debtor even though the secured party knows 
of or consents to the transfer. 

(8) A financing statement substantially complying with the requirements of this section is effective even 
though it contains minor errors which are not seriously misleading. 

History: En. Sec. 9-402, Ch. 264, L. 1963; amd. Sec. 1, Ch. 272, L. 1967; R.C.M. 1947, 87A-9-402; amd. 
Sec. 74, Ch. 402, L. 1983; amd. Sec. 1, Ch. 619, L. 1987; amd. Sec. 1, Ch. 304, L. 1989; amd. Sec. 2, Ch. 326, L. 
1989; amd. Sec. 1, Ch. 335, L. 1993. 

Official Comment 

Prior Uniform Statutory Provision: Sections 13(3), 13(4), Uniform Trust Receipts Act. 

Purposes: 

1. Subsection (1) sets out the simple formal requisites of a financing statement under this Chapter. These 
requirements are: (1) signature of the debtor; (2) addresses of both parties; (3) a description of the collateral by type 
or item. 

Where the collateral is crops growing or to be grown or when the financing statement is filed as a fixture 
filing (Section 30-9-313) or when the collateral is timber to be cut or minerals or the like (including oil and gas) 
financed at wellhead or minehead or accounts resulting from the sale thereof, the financing statement must also 
contain a description of the lands concerned. On description generally, see Section 30-9-110 and Comment 5 to the 
present section. An important distinction must be drawn, however, between the function of the description of land in 
reference to crops and its function in the other cases mentioned. For crops it is merely part of the description of the 
crops concerned, and the security interest in crops is a Code security interest, like the pre-Code "crop mortgage" 
which was a chattel mortgage. In contrast, in the other cases mentioned the function of the description of land is to 
have the financing statement filed in the county where the land is situated and in the realty records, as distinguished 
from the chattel records. Subsection (3) suggests a form which complies with the statutory requirements and makes 
clear that for the types of collateral mentioned other than crops, the financing statement containing a description of 
the land concerned is to go in the realty records. Note also subsection (5) on the adequacy of the description of land 
where the filing is to be in the real estate records. See also Section 30-9-403(7) on the indexing of these filings in the 
real estate records. 

A copy of the security agreement may be filed in place of a separate financing statement, if it contains the 
required information and signature. 

2. This section adopts the system of "notice filing" which proved successful under the Uniform Trust 
Receipts Act. What is required to be filed is not, as under chattel mortgage and conditional sales acts, the security 
agreement itself, but only a simple notice which may be filed before the security interest attaches or thereafter. The 
notice itself indicates merely that the secured party who has filed may have a security interest in the collateral 
described. Further inquiry from the parties concerned will be necessary to disclose the complete state of affairs. 
Section 30-9-208 provides a statutory procedure under which the secured party, at the debtor's request, may be 
required to make disclosure. Notice filing has proved to be of great use in financing transactions involving inventory, 
accounts and chattel paper, since it obviates the necessity of refiling on each of a series of transactions in a 
continuing arrangement where the collateral changes from day to day. Where other types of collateral are involved, 



the alternative procedure of filing a signed copy of the security agreement may prove to be the simplest solution. 
Sometimes more than one copy of a financing statement or of a security agreement used as a financing statement is 
needed for filing. In such a case the section permits use of a carbon copy or photographic copy of the paper, 
including signatures. 

However, even in the case of filings that do not necessarily involve a series of transactions the financing 
statement is effective to encompass transactions under a security agreement not in existence and not contemplated at 
the time the notice was filed, if the description of collateral in the financing statement is broad enough to encompass 
them. Similarly, the financing statement is valid to cover after-acquired property and future advances under security 
agreements whether or not mentioned in the financing statement. 

3. This section departs from the requirements of many pre-Code chattel mortgage statutes that the 
instrument filed be acknowledged or witnessed or accompanied by affidavits of good faith. Those requirements did 
not seem to have been successful as a deterrent to fraud; their principal effect was to penalize good faith mortgagees 
who had inadvertently failed to comply with the statutory niceties. They are here abandoned in the interest of a 
simplified and workable filing system. 

4. Subsection (2) allows the secured party to file a financing statement signed only by himself where 
the filing is required by any of the events listed, each of which occurs after the commencement of the 
financing, and therefore under circumstances where the cooperation of the debtor is not certain . Section 
30-9-401(3), alternative provision, contains similar permission on removal between counties 
in this state . The secured party should not be penalized for failure to make a 
timely filing by reason of difficulty in procuring the signature of a possibly 
reluctant or hostile debtor . Financing statements filed under this subsection 
must explain the circumstances under which they are filed with the signature 
of the secured party rather than that of the debtor . 

In contrast to the signatures on original financing statements, an amendment to a financing statement must 
be signed by both parties, to preclude either from adversely affecting the interests of the other. 

The reference in subsection (4) to an amendment which "adds collateral" refers to additional types of 
collateral. A security interest on additional units of a type of collateral already described can be created under an 
after-acquired property clause or a new security agreement. See Comment 5 to Section 30-9-204. On priorities in 
such cases see Section 30-9-312 and Comments thereto. 




U.C.C./MCA FS-4 Private security agreement “True Bill” via § 1-105 ( N.I.L.) 

{bargain of the parties in fact} 

Craig V. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Edward A. Amestoy, individually, and as de jure public officer in Phillips county, attest to these facts in this non- 
negotiable bona fide "True Bill" U.C.C./MCA FS-4 Private security agreement under the principle of "ignorance of 
the law is no excuse", and therefore, by these due Presentments for acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C./MCA 
§§ 30-3-504 & 505, through principles of U.C.C./MCA § 30-1-103 through undue influence, duress, coercion, 
mistake, threat, misrepresentation, fraud, principal and agent, law of contracts, estoppel, “ bankruptcy” and other 
validating or invalidating causes and by our supremacy Common Law venue original and exclusive jurisdiction 
(applicable Law under U.C.C./MCA § 30-1-105 N.I.L.) by parties' power to choose herein contained agree 

individually, and jointly and severally as follows: 

I, Edward A. Amestoy, holding the public office of county attorney in Phillips county, either knew or should have 
known, my duties to the Sovereigns are obligatory upon me pursuant to my public oath of office, and I, Edward A. 
Amestoy, being trained in the Masonic fraternal brotherhood did not have any legal nor lawful authority to compel 
Laurel Hines into perjury of her public oath of office to the State, even though the facts prove I did perjure my 
public oath of office which compels me to keep our Courts of Justice open at all times for the Sovereign, in this 
instant matter the State. 

I, Edward A. Amestoy, being quite ignorant in Law, did willfully and knowingly disobey the provisions in Magna 
Charta chapter 45, breaching covenant with the State, causing irreparable injury to innocent private third parties, 
causing limited liability upon the county of Phillips of the state of Montana, the other jurisdiction which I, Edward 
A. Amestoy, should have known existed before I immorally seduced Laurel Hines, and caused my own demise. 

I, Edward A. Amestoy, either knew or should have known the two different and parallel forms of government in our 
country of Montana, which is also recognized in the national forum in Title 28, U.S.C., by the two different oaths of 
office under section 1746, one within the United States and one not within the United States. 

I, Edward A. Amestoy, either knew or should have known Laurel Hine's public office encompasses the duties of 
the Supreme Court clerk in original jurisdiction, even though the lawyer cartel now known as State Bar of Montana 
deceitfully manipulated the civil contracts copyrighted codes for legal effect to overthrow our republican form of 
government using me as the pawn. But somewhere in my training I was told ignorance of the law is no excuse, and 
therefore this courtesy due presentment via Private security agreement with ten ( 10 ) day time limit to make a bona 
fide answer, and 1 freely admit it must contain some reason and basis in Law which my letter of May 6th, 1994, 
failed to contain, causing damages to the State. 

I, Edward A. Amestoy, either knew or should have known quo warranto exists for the State, in its protections by 
surety, for removal of delinquents from public office, ignorance of the law notwithstanding. 

I, Edward A. Amestoy, did have serious doubts of the validity of the opinions dispersed my own hand, but by 
common usage as a whore of Babylon for the State Bar of Montana, I, Edward A. Amestoy, being literally 
immorally seduced in licentiousness, unequally yoked with the delinquents, became a delinquent myself, causing 
damages to the State, who are not subject to Montana Codes Annotated nor any of our color of law foisted upon the 
State by our perverts, casting about opinions which carry the same legal effect of a fart in a skillet. 

I, Edward A. Amestoy, either knew or should have known the State has provisions to protect itself from titles of 
nobility, and my public oath of office secures this unalienable Right to the State, in its common law venue original 
and exclusive jurisdiction, especially while I, Edward A. Amestoy am subject to the will of the Supreme Court in 
Phillips county, in our country of Montana, not within the United States. 

I, Edward A. Amestoy, now freely admit, by State-wide exposure, the State Bar of Montana cannot cover their mere 
opinions by the expose of the formidable State who through special grand jury State-wide have uncovered the fraud 
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of the century, with me, Edward A. Amestoy, a necessary party by my own overt and covert acts, whether by 
omission or commission, whether unduly influenced upon me by the fraternal order of Masonic brotherhood or not. 

I, Edward A. Amestoy, freely admit, our Philips county commissioners are just about as dumb in this area of Law as 
I admit, but by our common usage we had been having a heyday in constructive fraud upon the State, up until this 
due Private presentment cut us off at the pass, and justly compels our answer before default nihil dicit, through our 
own admitted ignorance in Law. Not to worry, our insurance adjuster Mark O'Keefe will pick up the bail, and pay 
over to the State upon due presentments via our own Uniform Commercial Code where the shoe fits. But see U.C.C. 
9-501 for enlightenment, enhanced for the State at Rule 902 of our own makings. 

I, Edward A. Amestoy, should have studied our Constitution of Montana at Article V, section 26 before my mentors 
subjected me to this liability, but it is not too late, for all to be remedied I, Edward A. Amestoy, of necessity, must 
testify before special grand jury the fact I, Edward A. Amestoy willfully and knowingly committed my immoral 
commercial acts, causing me financial pains and punishments commensurate with the crime. 

I, Edward A. Amestoy, know and understand simple contract law supersedes my opinionated letter of May 6th, 
1994, addressed to my co-conspirator Laurel Hines, which contains prima facie my false opinions, in violation of the 
State in its separate, peculiar and exclusive jurisdiction in counties organized for judicial purposes, opinions of our 
Masonic fraternity notwithstanding. 

For my willful, knowing, and felonious participation in trespass upon the State, I, Edward A. Amestoy, confess 
judgment in the sum certain amount of Fifty Million Dollars of Money, in Lawful Money of Account, in United 
States of America Money, for my transgressions in Law, based upon this public record duly presented for public 
record in Phillips county organized for judicial purposes, commissioned by the State, the Sovereign will by the 
People under their sole and exclusive Right of self-governing themselves as a free sovereign and independent State. 
And see our Constitution of Montana, especially in purview of Article V, section 26 as it relates to Courts of Justice, 
Justices' of the Peace, Constables, special grand jury, county offices, fines and punishments and the like. 

I, Edward A. Amestoy, freely admit I must obtain some opinions as to the validity of U.C.C., sections 1-103, 1-105, 
1-207, 1-109, 1-106, 9-501, 5-105, 1-201 (44) (d), 1-201 (34) & (36), 9-403 (1) and the like, but in the interests of 
substantial justice, I, Edward A. Amestoy, must shun the mere opinions of my mentors in the State Bar of Montana. 

teste this_day of August, in the year of our Almighty God, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D.. 

Further I, Edward A. Amestoy, sayeth naught: _ 

Attestation: Edward A. Amestoy, county attorney, Phillips county 

Acknowledgment: _ 

per curiam, William L. Stanton, sui generis, in personam, in Justus Township 

teste meipso this_day of August, in the year of our Almighty God, through our Redeemer, 

Emmanuel, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D.. 
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State of the Forum Common Law UCC/MCA 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C. - 4 Private Security Agreement non-negotiable "True Bill" 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig v. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Lloyd Bentsen, individually, and as secretary of the Department of the Treasury “within" the United States, jointly 
and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "True Bill" FS-4 Private security agreement under the 
principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these due presentments for acceptance without 
dishonor under U.C.C./MCA 30-3-504 & 505, through principles of U.C.C./MCA 30-1-103 by undue influence, 
principal and agent, fraud, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, duress, estoppel, law of contracts, bankruptcy and 
other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum common law under U.C.C./MCA 30-1-105 
(N.I.L.) (conflicts of law) herein contained agree with the sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his country of Montana 
as follows: 

During the years while I, Lloyd Bentsen, have been in office as secretary of the Department of the Treasury within 
the United States, certain United States Bureau of Internal Revenue agents in the foreign country of Montana have 
attacked the sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer through the use of our feigned statutes, regulations and rules without 
any supporting documents which could prove our judicial power and authority to enforce said statutes, regulations, 
rules and public policy of our non-registered foreign agents in the country of Montana, one of the several States in 
the American Union. 

I, Lloyd Bentsen, freely admit our I.R.S. statutes as contained within U.S.C. Title 26 must have supporting 
implementation to enforce the regulations in attempts to collect an assessment for a tax, or make a levy, or enter a 
lien into the foreign country of Montana as it relates to the sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer. 

I, Lloyd Bentsen hereby admit our United States Bureau of Internal Revenue agents do not have any supporting 
implementation regulations which could enforce a collection process against LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his foreign 
country of Montana unless and until our United States could have proven said Sovereign had in fact engaged in 
business activities enforced by the United States Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms under contractual law of 
privilege. 

I, Lloyd Bentsen, freely admit in this special private presentment the fact our agents acts of entering a “Notice of 
Lien" in the Gallatin county-court building in Bozeman, Montana state, as against the sovereign LeRoy M. 
Schweitzer was made under color of law and in violation of our own restrictive covenants by acts of congress which 
are limited to “within" the District of Columbia, its territories, its possessions, its subjects, its States, its states, and 
its treaties, thereby making our “Notice of Lien" an incomplete instrument as in U.C.C. § 3.115 which was induced 
upon the sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer through fraud as in U.C.C. § 3.305(2)(B) & (C). 

I, Lloyd Bentsen, know and understand our United States Bureau of Internal Revenue agents must comply with 
certain mandates by acts of congress in relation to U.S.C. Title 27, Code of Federal Regulations such as the 
corresponding entries for U.S.C. Title 26 to make enforceable our section 7203 willful failure to file provisions, and 
of which we do not have any enforcement powers nor authority under U.S.C. Title 26 which is voluntary as 
contradistinguished from U.S.C. Title 27 under the United States Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms which 
clearly show the corresponding regulations as admitted by acts of congress. 

I, Lloyd Bentsen, freely admit the sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer did make due presentment to our United States 
corporation via freedom of information act to which our agents did summarily deny said information and did state in 
their return letter it would be dangerous to the United States Bureau of Internal Revenue if said federal agency made 
an answer to the sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his country of Montana “other jurisdiction”. 

I, Lloyd Bentsen, know and understand our duties as provided by acts of congress to publish in the Federal Register 
our authority by statute, with the implementing regulations for enforcement of any attempt by the United States 
Bureau of Internal Revenue Service to collect an assessment upon the sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his foreign 
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country of Montana, and as of the time of this due private presentment, I, Lloyd Bentsen know of no such 
publication whatsoever. 

I, Lloyd Bentsen, freely admit our section 6110 of our I.R.S. code makes it mandatory for us to reveal to the 
sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer his requests in relation to our application of U.S.C. Title 26 statutes upon said 
Sovereign, and of which we have failed to honor proven by our agent A. Chony Maxwell in Great Falls, Montana 
state, united States of America. 

I, Lloyd Bentsen, either knew or should have known our United States Bureau of Internal Revenue is doing business 
under the federal common law which is in fact the Uniform Commercial Code which operates upon a presumption all 
the People are statutory defined “persons” either inhabiting within the United States or effectively connected with 
the conduct of a trade or business within the United States, and the sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer is not such a 
“person” by our prima facie records which prove said Sovereign has duly expatriated from “within” our admitted 
bankrupt United States and is freely inhabiting in his foreign country of Montana, his native birthright origin as an 
American national free inhabitant. 

I, Lloyd Bentsen, know and understand our own U.C.C. recognizes the effect of foreign judgments as a set-off, and 
upon my willful failure to make timely answer within the courtesy presentment ten ( 10 ) days of receipt of this 
“True Bill”, I, Lloyd Bentsen will become liable for the sum certain amount of One Hundred Million Dollars of 
Lawful Money of Account, gold minted Coin, or silver minted Coin from our Treasury of these United States of 
America under our national government in relation to the several States, the foreign country of Montana being one of 
these separate jurisdictions from our political will public policy admitted bankrupt corporation United States. 

I, Lloyd Bentsen, freely admit our feigned enforcement powers “within” the United States in the past have been in 
direct violation of Article of amendment the Eleventh which prohibits our United States citizens from invoking the 
judicial power of the United States in any legislative created tribunal a/k/a United States District Court for the 
District of Montana unless and until the sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer would have willfully, knowingly, and 
voluntarily waived his Common Law venue in his foreign State, which has never happened by our own embarrassing 
prima facie real evidence, witnessed by our own traitor, none other than “Panama Paul” a/k/a Paul G. Hatfield, a 
purported federal judge in Great Falls, Montana state, united States of America, now standing in default to the 
sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer to the tune of Seventy Seven Million Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, silver 
and gold minted Coin in United States of America treasury origin, proven by special collections account number 
8520799406, held in escrow by Norwest Bank Anaconda-Butte in Montana state, united States of America. 

I, Lloyd Bentsen, admit of our constructive fraud in relation to our form 1040 which has no OMB number attached 
when in fact our form should have been 2555 in relation to the sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his foreign 
country of Montana expressly not “within” the United States. 

I, Lloyd Bentsen, freely admit into this special private presentment “True Bill” the very fact our I.R.S. section 7602 
proves our authority for summons is only upon the United States Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms and 
never did apply to the sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his native born Montana state, a foreign country in relation 
to our admitted bankrupt United States. 

I, Lloyd Bentsen, especially knew and understood my authority to make an assessment upon the sovereign LeRoy 
M. Schweitzer in his foreign country of Montana was restricted by our own code section 6020 which has 
implementing regulations for U.S.C. Title 27 under Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms and no authority whatsoever 
under U.S.C. Title 26, under our purported willful failure to file code section 7203. 

I, Lloyd Bentsen, also admit our code section 6651 only applies to U.S.C. Title 27 in relation to Alcohol, Tobacco 
and Firearms and never did have any relation to our illegal seizure of private property rightfully owned and 
possessed by the sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his foreign country of Montana, causing our limited liability to 
our admitted bankrupt United States corporation for our theft of private property which was never lawfully seized 
under our very own rules, regulations, statutes and public policy feigned insurance contributions. 
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I, Lloyd Bentsen, further confess we are not embarrassed to place our CFR numbers on our Customs Declaration 
forms, but have if fact deceived the majority of the People in the several States by our willful failure to place said 
numbers on our fraudulent 1040 forms which did trick the sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer in years past, starting in 
about 1956, causing much damage to the Sovereign, and his Posterity in their separate venue, a jurisdiction foreign 
to our United States. 

I, Lloyd Bentsen, either knew or should have known my willful and knowing accomplices above named, would have 
to answer in one form or another for our willful and knowing participation in theft of Private property rightfully 
owned by the sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer, with or without resort to a tribunal, but nevertheless subject to our 
own devious rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code through our devisees shysters commonly known as the State Bar 
of Montana. 

I, Lloyd Bentsen, know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the prima facie real 
evidence I, Lloyd Bentsen, being a foreign agent taking pay for presumed specific performance from the 
International Monetary Fund, must obey simple contract law, or become liable upon said contract. Even my attorney 
advisers knew and understood this elementary principal, but in our programmed mental condition, We, my co¬ 
conspirators and accomplices named in this Private security agreement and I, Lloyd Bentsen, did willfully and 
knowingly take the responsibility for our own actions or inactions, with appropriate punishments becoming evident 
from time to time as truth prevails in the foreign country of Montana. 

I, Lloyd Bentsen, know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide presentment, a breach of contract subjects me, 
Lloyd Bentsen, to Private and public punishments while under specific performance of public oath of office through 
delegation of authority, whether or whether not I, Lloyd Bentsen, have been misguided, misinformed, maligned and 
mislead by my willful and knowing criminal accomplices named herein. 

I, Lloyd Bentsen, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail, and under our system, no matter how 
colorable, the Uniform Commercial Code was adequate to punish even the most mentally corrupt and deficient 
delinquents “within” our United States. 

I, Lloyd Bentsen, individually, and as secretary of the Department of the Treasury “within” the United States, jointly 
and severally, know and understand the term constructive fraud with or without scienter, and the term conversion, 
and the term consideration, and the term obligation of contract, therefore, based upon this special, express, and 
explicit knowledge, I, Lloyd Bentsen, individually, and jointly and severally will become liable to the free 
inhabitant in his country of Montana on sight, on demand, should I, Lloyd Bentsen, fail to comprehend the 
magnitude of my omissions and commissions under simple contract Law, especially under the supremacy Common 
Law, a/k/a as our organic Law in harmony with Holy Scriptures , the foundation of our Law, and especially for 
reasons in contract Law I, Lloyd Bentsen, would fail to answer this due private presentment “True Bill” in any 
manner whatsoever by this tender offer for any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract especially under 
the provisions of U.C.C./MCA 30-1-103 which provide for bankruptcy and estoppel caused by fraud, coercion, 
undue influence, misrepresentation, through the Common Law under UCC 1-103.6 as in Anderson’s on the UCC , 
and as explained more fully in the Bank Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking Law , and in conjunction 
with the UCC at § 3-103(1) which I know and understand is quoted: “This Article does not apply to money, 
documents of title ,— 

For my willful and knowing participation in this conversion of Private property concerning the sovereign LeRoy M. 
Schweitzer, I, Lloyd Bentsen, now know I must answer this courtesy presentment within ten (10) days of this service 
upon me, or through my continued ignorance in Law, coupled with the pressures of my willful and knowing 
accomplices, I, Lloyd Bentsen, will become liable for the sum certain amount of damages occurring to the sovereign 
LeRoy M. Schweitzer in this Private matter for One Hundred Million ( 100,000,000.00 ) Dollars of Lawful Money 
of Account, especially under our own rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code, which was adopted by my adviser 
accomplices themselves, purportedly learned in law. 

I, Lloyd Bentsen, admit in this Private security agreement “True Bill”, the fact 1 do know and understand the term 
accommodation, and the term surety, and the term guarantor, and the term Maker, and the term Payee, and the term 
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Drawer as could be duly presented in a special Private collections item, restricted endorsement Documentary Draft ( 
distress warrant) or Certified Bankers Check, drawn without recourse by the sovereign free inhabitant LeRoy M. 
Schweitzer in his country of Montana, without prejudice to the Sovereign in his Common Law venue state of the 
forum under the Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and through a Privately bonded Notary Public 
under protest as in Rule 9(e), Rule of Evidence 44.1 (judicial notice of foreign law), Rule of Evidence 902(3)(A)(B) 
8 & 9, enforceable under UCC 9-501 nihil dicit, when duly presented for audit at the office of the united States of 
America Postmaster in Brusett, Montana state through the full faith and credit clause of our national Constitution in 
America. 

I, Lloyd Bentsen, admit conversion is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through Common Law Affidavit in this 
Montana state in these several States in this Nation in North America. 

Done and dated this_day of November, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D.. 

Attestation: by Lloyd Bentsen, individually, and jointly and severally for the United States 

PRIVATE SEAL: _ 

Lloyd Bentsen, bona fide, and subject nihil dicit 

Acknowledgment: by the free inhabitant LeRoy M. Schweitzer in Law, in our country of Montana 
teste meipso this 1st day of November, in the year of our Mighty One, through our Redeemer 
Emmanuel, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D.. 

PER curiam: _ 

LeRoy M. Schweitzer, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in Garfield county 
in our country of Montana, expressly not “within” the United States 

notary public Seal._ 

Rodney O. Skurdal, duly appointed, commissioned and privately bonded in our country of Montana. 

I,_, notary public in our foreign country of Montana in relation to the 

admitted bankrupt United States, hereby attest and acknowledge the Law and facts as duly presented bona fide 
before me and signed by the free inhabitant LeRoy M. Schweitzer in the county and State aforesaid, for due 
presentment upon public record in our supreme Court in and for Garfield county organized for judicial purposes 
under our Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D.. 

Fees:_ 

Oath:_ 

Postage:_ 

Mileage:_ 

Affidavit:_ 

Misc:_ 
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U.C.C./FS-4 Private security agreement “TRUE BILL” 

{bargain of the parties in fact} 

CRAIG V. MISSOURI 29 US (IV PET.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Ann Brodsky, individually, and as title of nobility attorney representing the public policy bankrupt United States 
through agency Risk Management Services, jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable non¬ 
standard form U.C.C./FS-4 PRIVATE security agreement “True Bill” under the principle of "ignorance of the law is 
no excuse", and therefore, by these due PRESENTMENTS for acceptance without dishonor under MCA §§ 30-3-504 
& 505, through principles of MCA § 30-1-103 of undue influence, duress, coercion, mistake, misrepresentation, 
fraud, principal and agent, law of contracts, estoppel, bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and by 
our supremacy Common Law (applicable Law under MCA § 30-1-105 N.I.L.) herein contained agree as follows: 

In the year of 1992, and at future times I, Ann Brodsky, title of nobility for the public policy “within” the 
bankrupt United States did willfully, knowingly, and voluntarily by my own acts by commissions and acts of 
omissions in direct relation to the sovereign American freeman character Richard E. Wilson, cause a breach of trust 
pursuant to my official specific performance public bond under public trust in purview of our original handwritten 
Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D., and did then and there cause a Common 
Law crime of forcible entry upon the close, unlawful detainer, libel and slander against the good name, the good 
character, the good standing, the good credit, the good reputation and the Right of Private contract of the freeman 
character Richard E. Wilson, in his state, meaning his sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign 
and independent State in and for Fergus county/comitatus by his Lawful Authority under our original handwritten 
Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D.. 

It is not yet fully clear to me, Ann Brodsky, as agent for the bankrupt public policy “within” the United 
States, the extent of Lawful judicial Power and judicial Authority possessed by the Kings' Bench and the Justices' 
Courts in their comitatus, but by this due Private PRESENTMENT in Law, and by the conflicts of Law under the 
Negotiable Instruments Law it is becoming more and more clear to me, Ann Brodsky, admitted non-registered 
foreign agent acting in concert with INTERPOL, at all times, especially under UCC § 1-103.6 as in Anderson's on 
the Uniform Commercial Code , by the meaning of the term " fraud ", since some of my cohorts in our criminal activity 
have suggested to me we are in trouble and the People of the Posterity in Montana do know and understand their 
judicial Power and judicial Authority under their territorial venue original and exclusive jurisdiction, with official 
national protections for them at their supremacy Common Law, and by reason of our failures under our own 
colorable rules and codes as in 18 U.S.C. § 2386, which I fully know and understand is a felony with five years 
prison term as the just punishment, and We further admit of the Lawful existence of their posse comitatus by our own 
colorable rules and codes at 18 U.S.C., § 1385. 

I, Ann Brodsky, individually, and as a known non-registered foreign agent for our title of nobility bankrupt 
municipal political will corporation “within” the United States acting in concert with INTERPOL and the 
International Monetary Fund, jointly and severally, hereby admit Article 1, Section 10, Clause 1 of our national 
constitution, prohibits me, Ann Brodsky under pains and penalties of perjury in purview of my public oath of office 
signed by my hand and my seal, and my willful and knowing non-registered foreign agent accomplices under our title 
of nobility foederal (federal) agency a/k/a federal lending institutions who are in direct violation of the national 
constitution, while doing business in the several states, meaning the fifty States on an equal footing with the thirteen 
original Colonies, through the enabling act as contained within the original handwritten Constitution of Montana in 
the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D., from foreclosure actions in any State Court against the sole and 
exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State, freeman character Richard E. Wilson in 
and for Fergus county/comitatus, for reasons in Law any such action caused by us (titles of nobility) is repugnant to 
the original handwritten Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D.. 

I, Ann Brodsky, either knew or should have known, by my position as title of nobility for the public policy 
bankruptcy “within” the United States, the state banks could not ever Lawfully loan any Dollars of Money to the 
freeman character Richard E. Wilson in and for Fergus county/comitatus, for reasons in Law, through acts of 
congress, no such Lawful Dollars of Money have been in public circulation in Montana ( a country ) at the time of 
the original signing of any note, mortgage, or any other type of agreement or contract which may have been signed 


“Common Law due Presentment non-negotiable Private security agreement” Page 1 of 3 



by the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, (whether or whether not induced by undue influence, misrepresentation, 
or fraud), between Basin State Bank d/b/a “within” the United States and the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in 
his self-governing free sovereign and independent State, a foreign country in relation to our public policy bankrupt 
political will corporation United States. 

As non-licensed non-bonded title of nobility attorney, I, Ann Brodsky, knew and understood, there was no 
Law, either statute, or Common Law, which could allow me, Ann Brodsky, to enter into the sole and exclusive Right 
of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State, the Court, Richard E. Wilson in and for Fergus 
county/comitatus in his cause of action against the Basin State Bank in their unlawful attempts to collect upon a debt 
which was null and void from its inception, based upon acts of congress which created our national and international 
bankrupty a/k/a public policy “within” the United States. 

I, Ann Brodsky, non-licensed attorney “within” the United States, either knew or should have known my 
Lawful authority for committing these willful, knowing, and intentional acts against the natural Law unalienable 
Rights of Liberty of the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his self-governing State, whether by my own 
commissions or my own omissions in purview of my Lawful scope of authority under my delegation of authority 
under my foreign principal is limited and restricted by our own political will bankrupt corporation statute-merchant 
codes and other Law , and in purview of the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in and for Fergus county/comitatus, 
do not now, nor did 1, Ann Brodsky, have in the past, any legal nor Lawful authority to restrain the natural Law 
unalienable Right of Liberty by Right of Inheritance from Almighty God, which is possessed by the freeman 
character Richard E. Wilson in his free sovereign and independent State, through my delegation of authority office 
which supports, protects, defends, and guarantees to the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his supremacy 
Common Law in his comitatus these fundamental, vested, absolute, natural Law unalienable Rights under our 
national and our state constitutions “without” the United States in America. 

I, Ann Brodsky, non-licensed attorney acting in concert with the non-registered foreign agents of the public 
policy bankrupt United States, also knew and admit the Right of trial by jurymen of peers for the freeman character 
is beyond my scope of authority and limits of discretion to deny to the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, to 
enforce a summary judgment as against the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in and for Fergus county/comitatus, 
thereby denying, delaying, and selling justice to the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his State, which is 
repugnant to our original handwritten Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D., 
specifically under Article III, section 23, which I admit as quoted: “The right of trial by jury shall be secured to all, 
and remain inviolate - 

I, Ann Brodsky, by reason of this due Private PRESENTMENT through this public and Private notice 
served upon me by the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in and for Fergus county/comitatus, fully know and 
understand I must immediately cease and desist in this Common Law forcible entry upon the close by unlawful 
detainer against the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his self-governing State, and the libel and slander which 
was caused against the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, by me, Ann Brodsky, willfully acting in concert with 
my willful and knowing accomplices, partially listed by names herein but not limited to: John R. Christensen, Greta 
M. Ross, Robert M. Holter, Peter L. Rapkoch, Roy C. Rodeghiero, John L. Warner, Mike Zacher, Donald W. 
Hutchinson, John Peake, Tom Killam, Mike McCord, Max Baucus, and Paul G. Hatfield. 

As a direct consequence of my willful, knowing and voluntary participation in the facts as presented by me, 
Ann Brodsky, in this due PRESENTMENT Private security agreement “TRUE BILL”, 1, Ann Brodsky, individually, 
and as agent for title of nobility “within” the United States, jointly and severally, agree the damages which I, Ann 
Brodsky, have caused against the sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent 
State, Richard E. Wilson in and for Fergus county/comitatus, his heirs, his assigns, and his Posterity, are for the sum 
certain amount of Three Million (3,000,000) Dollars of Money as Lawfully defined by the united States of America 
through acts of congress in compliance with the original handwritten Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen 
Hundred Eighty Nine A.D., and our national constitution in the year of Seventeen Hundred Eighty Seven, A.D.. 

For good cause shown upon this Court of Record in this Justices' Court, it appearing to me, Ann Brodsky, 
non-registered foreign agent under INTERPOL and acting in concert with the International Monetary Fund, by these 
known facts in this due PRESENTMENT Private security agreement “TRUE BILL”, I, Ann Brodsky, individually. 
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and as attorney agent for the public policy bankrupt corporation “within” the United States, jointly and severally, 
have by this courtesy ten (10) days to answer this due PRESENTMENT Private security agreement “True Bill” 
served upon me by the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in and for Fergus county/comitatus, for my willful and 
knowing acts of trespass against the Private Liberty enjoyed by the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in and for 
Fergus county/comitatus, which by my willful, knowing, and intentional acts, whether by commission or omission, 
aided and abetted by my willing and knowing accomplices named herein, has been committed against the sovereign 
freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his State, and I must sign bona fide this due PRESENTMENT non- 
negotiable, non-standard form Private security agreement "True Bill" and the attached U.C.C./FS-l non-standard, 
non-negotiable form, or in the alternative, by my right to default " nihil dicit ". allow the accommodation/ surety/ 
guarantor signature under MCA § 30-3-415 by enforcement's at MCA § 30-9-501 for any judicial process 
whatsoever in Law by parties power to choose applicable Law under MCA § 30-1-105 through protections for the 
freeman character Richard E. Wilson under his sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and 
independent State, at MCA § 30-1-207 for reasons under contract law to specific performance by principal and agent 
at MCA § 30-1-103 conflict of Laws hereinabove enumerated. 

I, Ann Brodsky, title of nobility, acting in concert with non-registered foreign agents of the United States, 
know and understand the supremacy Common Law ninety-nine (99) year limit for Common Law liens duly filed and 
duly recorded by the office of clerk of our one Supreme Court a/k/a the office of the clerk and recorder in and for 
Fergus county/comitatus as entered by suit of the sovereign (Court) freeman character Richard E. Wilson, with or 
without resort to a legislative created tribunal, especially upon this prior courtesy of ten (10) day final notice, and 
enforceable under the full faith and credit of the united States of America under the Uniform Enforcement of Foreign 
Judgments Act at Rule 9(e), 44.1, Rule 902(3)(A)(B), (8) & (9), MCA § 25-9-502, MCA § 30-9-501 et al„ in this 
state of the forum supremacy Common Law in and for Fergus county/comitatus under the conflicts of law provisions 
of the Uniform Commercial Code as adopted into our political will bankrupt municipal corporate non-registered non- 
bonded compact party state of Montana d/b/a “within” the United States and executable in the foreign country of 
Montana “Republican Form of Government” People of the Posterity in and for their respective comitatus in their 
Nation in America. 

Private seal Acknowledgment: “contractus legem ex conventione accipiunt” 


Ann Brodsky, individually, and as attorney agent for Risk Management Services, jointly and severally 
acting as title of nobility “nihil dicit” 

teste this_day of January, in the year of our Almighty God, 

Nineteen Flundred Ninety Four A.D. . 

PRIVATE SEAL OF SUIT OF THE SOVEREIGN: "without prejudice" and "without recourse" 

with special, express, and explicit reservation of all natural Law unalienable Rights of Inheritance 

from Almighty GOD, waiving none ever in and for Fergus comitatus in Montana in America. 

ATTESTATION: _ 

Richard E. Wilson, jus soli, jus sanguinis, jure coronae, sui juris character 
teste meipso this 22nd day of January, in the year of our Almighty God, 

Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four A.D. 

J urat in Law: _ 

Honorable Justice LeRoy M. Schweitzer, in Law 

J urat in Law: _ 

Honorable Justice Rodney O. Skurdal, in Law 

J urat in Law: _ 

Honorable Justice Daniel E. Petersen, in Law 
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State of the Forum Common Law UCC/MCA 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C./FS-4 Private Security Agreement non-negotiable “True Bill” 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig v. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Tommie R. Canady, individually, and as non-registered foreign agent for the private corporation Federal Bureau 
of Investigation “within” the United States, jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable “True 
Bill” U.C.C./FS-4 Private security agreement under the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and 
therefore, by these due presentments for acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C./MCA §§ 30-3-504 & 505, 
through principles of U.C.C./MCA 30-1-103 by undue influence, principal and agent, fraud, misrepresentation, 
coercion, mistake, duress, law of contracts, estoppel, bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and in 
this state of the forum common law under U.C.C./MCA § 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) herein contained agree with the 
Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer as follows: 

I, Tommie R. Canady, freely admit that sometime during the latter part of Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D., 
while I was employed as a non-registered foreign agent for the private corporation Federal Bureau of Investigation in 
the District of Columbia I, Tommie R. Canady, did then and there begin a long campaign of stealing private tender 
offers in the form of certified money orders which did not belong to me, nor to the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
but did in fact belong to the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his foreign country of Montana in relation to my 
jurisdiction which is expressly limited to the ten square miles of the District of Columbia, its territories, its states, its 
possessions and its subjects, none of which concern the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his country of Montana. 

I, Tommie R. Canady, further admit that pursuant to the above stated acts committed by me, Tommie R. Canady, 
my intent was to cover-up our willful, knowing, and intentional acts of protecting the private corporation known as 
Federal Reserve Bank through acts of complicity with our private corporation agency known as the Federal Bureau 
of Investigation without any authority in Law for our criminal acts and directly opposed to the instructions and 
commands as given to Joyce B. Dixon, a purported officer in the office of Comptroller of the Currency, said 
commands and instructions given by the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer from his country of Montana, a separate 
venue and jurisdiction from our public policy political will admitted bankrupt corporation “within” the United States 
and limited to our territorial realm, the ten square miles of the District of Columbia. 

I, Tommie R. Canady, freely admit in this special private presentment security agreement “True Bill” our own 
admitted federal common law is known as the Uniform Commercial Code drafted by our own members of our 
fraternal brotherhood of lawyers, attorneys, proctors, esquires, advocates, solicitors and shysters through our State 
Bar Associations, our American Bar Association acting in concert with the International Bar Associations, titles of 
nobility expressly forbidden under the Constitution of Montana and our national Constitution which compels specific 
performance from me under my public oath of office through delegation of authority from my supervisor and head of 
our private corporation headquartered in the District of Columbia. 

I, Tommie R. Canady, know and understand our National Association banks must answer to our office of 
Comptroller of the Currency as surety for said banks when it becomes obvious said National Banks have no gold nor 
silver in their vaults and do not deal in money but merely deal in bills of exchange in the form of notes, checks, 
certificates of deposit and drafts, all collectible for the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his foreign country of 
Montana through use of notary public as in our own Rule 902 (3) (A) (B) 8 & 9, especially when judicial notice of 
foreign law is made mandatory by the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer through use of our own Rule 44.1. 

I, Tommie R. Canady, freely admit the Sovereign, LeRoy M. Schweitzer did make due presentment to our United 
States corporation via recorded telephone call to protect his private interests in his perfected securities accounts 
receivable at a Bank as duly presented in our own Bank Officers Handbook on Commercial Banking Law which 
expressly provides for punishments against our Banks under U.C.C. § 3-419 for acts of criminal conversion by the 
rule of law under simple contract the Banks are the debtors in possession and must perform to simple contract law by 
midnight of the banking day or become liable for the full face amount of the instrument upon notice of protest in the 
Courts of Justice, with or without resort to a legislative created tribunal and proven for me under section 21-40 
quoted in pertinent part only for this special private presentment security agreement “True Bill” to wit: “When items 
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for collection are sent directly to the drawee-bank, the bank is under a dual capacity — to act as agent for the owner 
to collect from itself and, also, to pay the instrument.” “In the collection provision under the Commercial Code, the 
bank has until midnight of the day it receives the item to settle for it 54 and until midnight of the next business day to 
pay, to return it, or to send notice of dishonor. 55 ’ “If the bank fails to act within this time, it is ‘accountable for the 
amount of the item. 60 ’ “If the instrument is properly presented for acceptance, failure to act within the time allowed 
for acceptance will make the bank accountable. 61 “Under the Commercial Code, refusal to pay or to return an 
instrument amounts to a conversion on the part of the bank and it is liable for the amount of the instrument. 62 “In 
practice, the bank's duties are about the same under the Commercial Code as they were under previous Negotiable 
Instruments Law.” 

I, Tommie R. Canady, know and understand our duties as provided by acts of congress fully encompass our 
national Constitution at Article IV, clause 1 through the full faith and credit of any Court of Justice within our Land, 
meaning our republic States, the foreign country of Montana being one on an equal footing with the original thirteen 
( 13 ) colonies and fortified through our own admittance in our color of law statute/merchant codes known as 
Montana Code Annotated keeping our corporation of limited liability on course through our surety the office of the 
Comptroller of the Currency who must accept a bona fide tender offer on sight from the Sovereign LeRoy M. 
Schweitzer through involuntary bankruptcy of our own admitted infidels caught up in our own non-compliance with 
simple contract law which supersedes our own color of law Uniform Commercial Code when properly invoked by 
the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer through section 1-105 under conflicts of law, Private International Law, and the 
Negotiable Instruments Law, coupled with legal consequences against our public policy political will corporation at 
U.C.C. § 1-103.6 which must be in harmony with the common law and complimentary thereto for the Sovereign 
LeRoy M. Schweitzer “without recourse” in his foreign country of Montana in these united States of America. 

I, Tommie R. Canady, freely admit our office of the Comptroller of the Currency must contract to pay over to the 
Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer in like consideration the frill face amount of the instrument upon our willful, 
knowing, and purposeful dishonor for bona fide tender offer of accounts receivable at a Bank, or in the alternative, 
the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer could implement the provisions of our own United States Code Title 28 at 
section 1743 against any office of the Postmaster for demand payment upon the bills of exchange, with recourse at 
U.S.C., Title 28 section 2710 through writ of attachment against our agency Post Offices to satisfy the concepts of 
simple contract law as duly contained in U.C.C. § 1.103 looking to pre-Code law for rights and remedy for the 
Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer as explained in our U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 34 ) and ( 36 ). 

I, Tommie R. Canady, either knew or should have known our admitted bankrupt United States is doing business 
under the federal common law which is in fact the Uniform Commercial Code which operates upon a presumption all 
the People are statutory defined “persons” either inhabiting “within” the United States or effectively connected with 
the conduct of a trade or business within the United States, and the Sovereign, LeRoy M. Schweitzer is not such a 
“person” by our prima facie records which prove said Sovereign has duly expatriated from “within” our admitted 
bankrupt United States and is freely inhabiting in his foreign country of Montana, his native birthright origin as an 
American national free inhabitant not subject to our United States citizens color of law contracts and unilateral 
agreements foisted upon the unwary through compelled benefits statutory schemes of licentiousness forbidden in the 
Book of Jude in “ Holy Scriptures ”. 

I, Tommie R. Canady, know and understand our own color of law U.C.C. recognizes the effect of foreign 
judgments as a set-off, and upon my willful failure to make timely answer within the courtesy presentment ten (10) 
days of receipt of this special collections “True Bill”, I, Tommie R. Canady and my wife, will become liable for 
the sum certain amount of One Hundred (100,000,000.00) Million Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, gold 
minted Coin, or silver minted Coin from our Treasury of these united States of America under our national 
government in relation to the several States, the foreign country of Montana being one of these separate jurisdictions 
from our political will public policy admitted bankrupt corporation United States. 

I, Tommie R. Canady, freely admit our feigned enforcement powers “within” the United States in the past have 
been in direct violation of Article of amendment the Eleventh which prohibits our United States citizens from 
invoking the judicial power of the United States in any legislative created tribunal a/k/a United States District Court 
for the District of Montana unless and until the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer would have willfully, knowingly, 
and voluntarily waived his Common Law venue in his foreign State, meaning expressly his country of Montana in 
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common law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction under saving to suitors clause of our national Constitution in 
harmony with the Constitution of Montana. 

I, Tommie R. Canady, admit of our constructive fraud in relation to Joyce B. Dixon's letter to the Sovereign LeRoy 
M. Schweitzer dated December 30, 1994, wherein is stated to the effect Joyce B. Dixon purportedly authorized 
agents of the Federal Bureau of Investigation to steal private special collections items from the Sovereign LeRoy M. 
Schweitzer without any lawful reasons, nor under any statutory designed scheme other than our criminal consortium 
doing business as usual until we get caught acting under color of law, color of right, and color of authority in direct 
relation to the character of the partys' in “other jurisdiction'’. 

I, Tommie R. Canady, either knew or should have known my willful and knowing accomplice Joyce B. Dixon and 
I, Tommie R. Canady, would have to answer in one form or another for our willful and knowing participation in 
theft of Private property rightfully owned by the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his country of Montana “other 
jurisdiction”, with or without resort to a tribunal, but nevertheless subject to our own devious rules a/k/a Uniform 
Commercial Code through our devisees shysters commonly known as the State Bar of Montana. 

I, Tommie R. Canady, know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the prima facie real 
evidence I, Tommie R. Canady, being a foreign agent taking pay for presumed specific performance from the 
International Monetary Fund, must obey simple contract law, or become liable upon said contract. Even my attorney 
advisers knew and understood this elementary principal, but in our programmed mental condition. We, my co¬ 
conspirators and accomplices named in this Private security agreement “True Bill” and I, Tommie R. Canady, did 
willfully and knowingly take the responsibility for our own actions or inactions, with appropriate punishments 
becoming evident from time to time as truth prevails in the foreign country of Montana for the Sovereign LeRoy M. 
Schweitzer. 

I, Tommie R. Canady, know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide presentment, a breach of contract 
subjects me, Tommie R. Canady, to Private and public punishments while under specific performance of public 
oath of office through delegation of authority, whether or whether not I, Tommie R. Canady, have been misguided, 
misinformed, maligned and mislead by my willful and knowing accomplices named herein. 

I, Tommie R. Canady, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail in the foreign country of Montana, 
and under our United States system, no matter how colorable, the Uniform Commercial Code was adequate to punish 
even our most mentally corrupt and deficient delinquents “within” our United States. 

I, Tommie R. Canady, individually, and as non-registered foreign agent “within” the United States, jointly and 
severally, know and understand the term constructive fraud with or without scienter, and the term conversion, and the 
term consideration, and the term obligation of contract, therefore, based upon this special, express, and explicit 
knowledge, I, Tommie R. Canady, individually, and as non-registered foreign agent, jointly and severally will 
become liable to the free inhabitant LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his country of Montana on sight, on demand, should I, 
Tommie R. Canady, fail to comprehend the magnitude of my omissions and commissions under simple contract 
Law, especially under the supremacy Common Law, a/k/a as our organic Law in harmony with “ Holy Scriptures ”, 
the foundation of our Law, and for reasons in contract Law I, Tommie R. Canady, would fail to answer this due 
private presentment security agreement “True Bill” in any manner whatsoever by this tender offer for any 
consideration sufficient to support a simple contract under the provisions of U.C.C./MCA 30-1-103 which provide 
for bankruptcy and estoppel caused by fraud, coercion, undue influence, misrepresentation, principal and agent 
through the Common Law under UCC 1-103.6 as in Anderson's on the Uniform Commercial Code , and as 
explained more fully in the Bank Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking Law , and in conjunction with the 
U.C.C. at § 3-103(1) which 1 know and understand is quoted: “This Article does not apply to money, documents 
of title,-— 

For my willful and knowing participation in my aiding and abetting Joyce B. Dixon and the Comptroller of the 
Currency Eugene A. Ludwig in conversion of Private property concerning the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his 
country of Montana, I, Tommie R. Canady, now know I must answer this courtesy presentment within ten (10) days 
of this service upon me, or through my continued ignorance in Law, coupled with the pressures of my willful and 
knowing accomplices, I, Tommie R. Canady, will become liable for the sum certain amount of damages occurring 
to the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer in this Private matter for One Hundred Million (100,000,000.00) Dollars of 
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Lawful Money of Account, especially under our own rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code which was adopted by 
my adviser accomplices themselves, purportedly learned in law. 

I, Tommie R. Canady, admit in this Private security agreement “True Bill”, the fact I do know and understand the 
term accommodation, and the term surety, and the term guarantor, and the term Maker, and the term Payee, and the 
term Drawer as could be duly presented in a special Private collections item, restricted endorsement Documentary 
Draft ( distress warrant) or certified money order, drawn “without recourse” by the Sovereign, free inhabitant LeRoy 
M. Schweitzer in his “other jurisdiction” country of Montana, without prejudice to the Sovereign in his Common 
Law venue state of the forum under the Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and through a Privately 
bonded Notary Public under protest as in Rule 9(d), 44.1, 902(3)(A)(B) 8 & 9, enforceable under UCC 9-501 “nihil 
dicit”, when duly presented for audit at the office of the united States of America Postmaster in Brusett, Montana 
state through the full faith and credit clause of our national constitution in our Nation in America. 

I, Tommie R. Canady, admit conversion is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through Common Law Affidavit in 
this Montana state in these several States in this union of States in America. 

Done and dated this_day of March, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Attestation: by Tommie R. Canady, individually, and as non-registered foreign agent for the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation, jointly and severally for the United States 

PRIVATE SEAL: _ 

Tommie R. Canady, bona fide, and subject “nihil dicit” 

Acknowledgment: by the free inhabitant LeRoy M. Schweitzer in Law, in our country of Montana 

teste meipso this_day of March, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, through our Redeemer 

Yahshua, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

PER CURIAM: 


LeRoy M. Schweitzer, in personam, in re, in Garfield county, in our country of Montana, 
united States of America, expressly not “within” the United States 
c/o P.O. Box 16, Brusett, Montana state, non-domestic mailing location 

NOTARY PUBLIC SEAL: 


Rodney O. Skurdal, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately bonded. 
I, Rodney O. Skurdal, notary public in our County and State aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge the above described 
document as true, correct and certain, duly signed before me by the freeman character known as LeRoy M. Schweitzer, on this 
_day of March, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 


Fees:_ 

Oath:_ 

Postage: _ 
Mileage: 
Affidavit: 
Misc:_ 
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State of the Forum Common Law UCC/MCA 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C./FS-4 Private Security Agreement non-negotiable "True Bill" 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig v. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Ann Carpenter, individually, and as non-registered foreign agent of private corporation l.R.S. “within” the 
United States, jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "True Bill" FS-4 Private security 
agreement under the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these due presentments for 
acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C./MCA 30-3-504 & 505, through principles of U.C.C./MCA 30-1-103 by 
undue influence, principal and agent, fraud, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, duress, law of contracts, 
bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum common law under U.C.C./MCA 
30-1-105 (N.I.L.) herein contained agree with the Sovereign Ervin E. Hurlbert as follows: 

During the years while I, Ann Carpenter, have been a non-registered foreign agent acting for secretary of the 
Department of the Treasury within the United States, certain United States Bureau of Internal Revenue agents in the 
foreign country of Montana have attacked the Sovereign Ervin E. Hurlbert through the use of our feigned statutes, 
regulations and rules without any supporting documents which could prove our judicial power and authority to 
enforce said statutes, regulations, rules and public policy of our non-registered foreign agents in the country of 
Montana, one of the several States in the American Union. 

I, Ann Carpenter, freely admit our l.R.S. statutes as contained within U.S.C. Title 26 must have supporting 
implementation to enforce the regulations in attempts to collect an assessment for a tax, or make a levy, or enter a 
lien into the foreign country of Montana as it relates to the Sovereign, Ervin E. Hurlbert. 

I, Ann Carpenter hereby admit our United States Bureau of Internal Revenue agents do not have any supporting 
implementation regulations which could enforce a collection process against Ervin E. Hurlbert in his foreign country 
of Montana unless and until our United States could have proven said Sovereign had in fact engaged in business 
activities enforced by the United States Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms under contractual law of 
privilege. 

I, Ann Carpenter, freely admit in this special private presentment the fact our agents acts of entering a “Notice of 
Lien” in the Lake county-court building in Poison, Montana state, as against the Sovereign Ervin E. Hurlbert was 
made under color of law and in violation of our own restrictive covenants by acts of congress which are limited to 
“within” the District of Columbia, its territories, its possessions, its subjects, its States, its states, and its treaties, 
thereby making our “Notice of Lien” an incomplete instrument as in U.C.C. § 3.115 which was induced upon the 
Sovereign Ervin E. Hurlbert through fraud as in U.C.C. § 3.305(2)(B) & (C). 

I, Ann Carpenter, know and understand our United States Bureau of Internal Revenue agents must comply with 
certain mandates by acts of congress in relation to U.S.C. Title 27, Code of Federal Regulations such as the 
corresponding entries for U.S.C. Title 26 to make enforceable our section 7203 willful failure to file provisions, and 
of which we do not have any enforcement powers nor authority under U.S.C. Title 26 which is voluntary as 
contradistinguished from U.S.C. Title 27 under the United States Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms which 
clearly show the corresponding regulations as admitted by acts of congress. 

I, Ann Carpenter, freely admit the Sovereign, Ervin E. Hurlbert did make due presentment to our United States 
corporation via freedom of information act to which our agents did summarily deny said information and did state in 
their return letter it would be dangerous to the United States Bureau of Internal Revenue if said federal agency made 
an answer to the Sovereign, Ervin E. Hurlbert in his country of Montana. 

I, Ann Carpenter, know and understand our duties as provided by acts of congress to publish in the Federal 
Register our authority by statute, with the implementing regulations for enforcement of any attempt by the United 
States Bureau of Internal Revenue Service to collect an assessment upon the Sovereign, Ervin E. Hurlbert in his 
foreign country of Montana, and as of the time of this due private presentment, I, Ann Carpenter know of no such 
publication whatsoever. 
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I, Ann Carpenter, freely admit our section 6110 of our ER.S. code makes it mandatory for us to reveal to the 
Sovereign Ervin E. Elurlbert his requests in relation to our application of U.S.C. Title 26 statutes upon said 
Sovereign, and of which we have failed to honor proven by our agent Ann Carpenter in Missoula, Montana state, 
United States of America. 

I, Ann Carpenter, either knew or should have known our United States Bureau of Internal Revenue is doing 
business under the federal common law which is in fact the Uniform Commercial Code which operates upon a 
presumption all the People are statutory defined “persons” either inhabiting within the United States or effectively 
connected with the conduct of a trade or business within the United States, and the Sovereign, Ervin E. Elurlbert is 
not such a “person” by our prima facie records which prove said Sovereign has duly expatriated from “within” our 
admitted bankrupt United States and is freely inhabiting in his foreign country of Montana, his native birthright 
origin as an American national free inhabitant. 

I, Ann Carpenter, know and understand our own U.C.C. recognizes the effect of foreign judgments as a set-off, and 
upon my willful failure to make timely answer within the courtesy presentment ten ( 10 ) days of receipt of this “True 
Bill”, I, Ann Carpenter will become liable for the sum certain amount of One Elundred Million Dollars of Lawful 
Money of Account, gold minted Coin, or silver minted Coin from our Treasury of these United States of America 
under our national government in relation to the several States, the foreign country of Montana being one of these 
separate jurisdictions from our political will public policy admitted bankrupt corporation United States. 

I, Ann Carpenter, freely admit our feigned enforcement powers “within” the United States in the past have been in 
direct violation of Article of amendment the Eleventh which prohibits our United States citizens from invoking the 
judicial power of the United States in any legislative created tribunal a/k/a United States District Court for the 
District of Montana unless and until the Sovereign Ervin E. Elurlbert would have willfully, knowingly, and 
voluntarily waived his Common Law venue in his foreign State. 

I, Ann Carpenter, admit of our constructive fraud in relation to our form 1040 which has no OMB number attached 
when in fact our form should have been 2555 in relation to the Sovereign, Ervin E. Elurlbert in his foreign country of 
Montana expressly not “within” the United States. 

I, Ann Carpenter, freely admit into this special private presentment “True Bill” the very fact our ER.S. section 
7602 proves our authority for summons is only upon the United States Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms and 
never did apply to the Sovereign Ervin E. Elurlbert in his native born Montana state, a foreign country in relation to 
our admitted bankrupt United States. 

I, Ann Carpenter, especially knew and understood my authority to make an assessment upon the Sovereign Ervin E. 
Elurlbert in his foreign country of Montana was restricted by our own code section 6020 which has implementing 
regulations for U.S.C. Title 27 under Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms and no authority whatsoever under U.S.C. Title 
26, under our purported willful failure to file code section 7203. 

I, Ann Carpenter, also admit our code section 6651 only applies to U.S.C. Title 27 in relation to Alcohol, Tobacco 
and Firearms and never did have any relation to our illegal seizure of private property rightfully owned and 
possessed by the Sovereign Ervin E. Elurlbert in his foreign country of Montana, causing our limited liability to our 
admitted bankrupt United States corporation for our theft of private property which was never lawfully seized under 
our very own rules, regulations, statutes and public policy feigned insurance contributions. 

I, Ann Carpenter, further confess we are not embarrassed to place our CFR numbers on our Customs Declaration 
forms, but have if fact deceived the majority of the People in the several States by our willful failure to place said 
numbers on our fraudulent 1040 forms which did trick the Sovereign, Ervin E. Elurlbert in years past, starting in 
about 1956, causing much damage to the Sovereign, and his Posterity in their separate venue, a jurisdiction foreign 
to our United States. 

I, Ann Carpenter, either knew or should have known my willful and knowing accomplices above named, would 
have to answer in one form or another for our willful and knowing participation in theft of Private property rightfully 
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owned by the Sovereign Ervin E. Elurlbert, with or without resort to a tribunal, but nevertheless subject to our own 
devious rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code through our devisees shysters commonly known as the State Bar of 
Montana. 

I, Ann Carpenter, know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the prima facie real 
evidence I, Ann Carpenter, being a foreign agent taking pay for presumed specific performance from the 
International Monetary Fund, must obey simple contract law, or become liable upon said contract. Even my attorney 
advisers knew and understood this elementary principal, but in our programmed mental condition. We, my co¬ 
conspirators and accomplices named in this Private security agreement and I, Ann Carpenter, did willfully and 
knowingly take the responsibility for our own actions or inactions, with appropriate punishments becoming evident 
from time to time as truth prevails in the foreign country of Montana. 

I, Ann Carpenter, know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide presentment, a breach of contract subjects 
me, Ann Carpenter, to Private and public punishments while under specific performance of public oath of office 
through delegation of authority, whether or whether not I, Ann Carpenter, have been misguided, misinformed, and 
mislead by my willful and knowing accomplices named herein. 

I, Ann Carpenter, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail, and under our system, no matter how 
colorable, the Uniform Commercial Code was adequate to punish even the most mentally corrupt and deficient 
delinquents “within” our United States. 

I, Ann Carpenter, individually, non-registered foreign agent “within” the United States, jointly and severally, know 
and understand the term constructive fraud with or without scienter, and the term conversion, and the term 
consideration, and the term obligation of contract, therefore, based upon this special, express, and explicit 
knowledge, I, Ann Carpenter, individually, and jointly and severally will become liable to the free inhabitant in his 
country of Montana on sight, on demand, should I, Ann Carpenter, fail to comprehend the magnitude of my 
omissions and commissions under simple contract Law, especially under the supremacy Common Law, a/k/a as our 
organic Law in harmony with Holy Scriptures, the foundation of our Law, and especially for reasons in contract Law 
I, Ann Carpenter, would fail to answer this due private presentment “True Bill” in any manner whatsoever by this 
tender offer for any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract especially under the provisions of 
U.C.C./MCA 30-1-103 which provide for bankruptcy and estoppel caused by fraud, coercion, undue influence, 
misrepresentation, through the Common Law under UCC 1-103.6 as in Anderson's on the UCC, and as explained 
more fully in the Bank Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking Law, and in conjunction with the UCC at § 3- 
103(1) which 1 know and understand is quoted: “This Article does not apply to money, documents of title,—”, 

For my willful and knowing participation in this conversion of Private property concerning the Sovereign Ervin E. 
Hurlbert, I, Ann Carpenter, now know I must answer this courtesy presentment within ten (10) days of this service 
upon me, or through my continued ignorance in Law, coupled with the pressures of my willful and knowing 
accomplices, I, Ann Carpenter, will become liable for the sum certain amount of damages occurring to the 
Sovereign Ervin E. Hurlbert in this Private matter for One Hundred Million ( 100,000,000.00 ) Dollars of Lawful 
Money of Account, especially under our own rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code, which was adopted by my 
adviser accomplices themselves, purportedly learned in law. 

I, Ann Carpenter, admit in this Private security agreement “True Bill”, the fact 1 do know and understand the term 
accommodation, and the term surety, and the term guarantor, and the term Maker, and the term Payee, and the term 
Drawer as could be duly presented in a special Private collections item, restricted endorsement Documentary Draft ( 
distress warrant), drawn without recourse by the Sovereign, free inhabitant Ervin E. Hurlbert, without prejudice to 
the Sovereign in his Common Law venue state of the forum under the Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments 
Act by and through a Privately bonded Notary Public under protest as in Rule 9(d), 44.1, 902(3)(A)(B) 8 & 9, 
enforceable under UCC 9-501 nihil dicit, when duly presented for audit at the office of the United States of America 
Postmaster in Brusett, Montana state through the full faith and credit clause of our national constitution in America. 

I, Ann Carpenter, admit conversion is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through Common Law Affidavit in this 
Montana state in these several States in this Union of States in America. 

Done and dated this_day of November, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D.. 
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Attestation: by Ann Carpenter, individually, and jointly and severally for the United States 

PRIVATE SEAL: _ 

Ann Carpenter, bona fide, and subject nihil dicit 

Acknowledgment: by the free inhabitant Ervin E. Hurlbert in Law, in our country of Montana 
teste meipso this 28th of December in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, through our Redeemer 
Yahshua, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D.. 

Jurat: _ 

Ervin E. Hurlbert, in personam, in re, in Lake county 

in our country of Montana, expressly not “within” the United States 

Notary public Seal,_. 

_, duly appointed, commissioned and privately bonded in our country of Montana. 

I,_, notary public in our foreign country of Montana in relation to the 

admitted bankrupt United States, hereby attest and acknowledge the law and facts as duly presented bona fide before 
me and signed by the free inhabitant, Ervin E. Hurlbert in the county and State aforesaid, for due presentment upon 
public record in our Supreme Court in Garfield county organized for judicial purposes under our Constitution of 
Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D.. 

Fees:_ 

Oath:_ 

Postage:_ 

Mileage:_ 

Affidavit:_ 

Misc:_ 
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State of the Forum Common Law UCC/MCA 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C./FS-4 Private Security Agreement non-negotiable "True Bill" 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig v. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Joe Arpaio, individually, and as Sheriff of Maricopa County, Phoenix, country of Arizona "within" the United 
States, jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "True Bill" U.C.C./FS-4 Private security 
agreement under the principal of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these due presentments for 
acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C./MCA 30-3-504 & 505, through principles of U.C.C./MCA 30-1-103 by 
undue influence, principal and agent, fraud, conspiracy, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, duress, Aid & Abet, 
law of contracts, bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum common law 
under U.C.C./MCA 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) herein contained agree with the Sovereign as follows: 

During the years while I, Joe Arpaio, have been Sheriff of Maricopa County, country of Arizona, within the United 
States , myself and U.S. Marshals, Federal Judges, Asst. U.S. Attorney, Charles M. Steele, along with United States 
Bureau of Internal Revenue agents in the foreign country of Arizona and Alaska have attacked the Sovereign Frank 
E. Ellena through the use of our feigned statutes, regulations and rules without any supporting documents which 
could prove our judicial power and authority to enforce said statutes, regulations, rules and public policy of our non- 
registered foreign agents in the country of Arizona and Alaska and the several countries of the several States in the 
American Union. 

I, Joe Arpaio, freely admit that I allowed undue influence from the U.S. Marshall's office, U.S. Attorney's 
office,Federal Judges office and the Internal Revenue Service Office to wrongly slander, arrest endanger and 
continued false imprisonment of sovereign Frank E. Ellena as a pre-trial detainee in Madison Street Jail (Maricopa 
County), subjecting the Free Sovereign, Frank E. Ellena , not only to being housed with convicted felons but exposed 
to hazardess health and safety risks which currently exist in Maricopa County Jail. 

I, Joe Arpaio hereby freely admit that I committed perjury refusing to accept the statements of facts given me in a 
eighteen (18) page hand written report by Frank E. Ellena, (prisoner of war) exposing Maricopa County Jail facilities 
for violating prisoners natural rights, health and safety standards and instead for political gain went on public radio 
lying about said conditions in said Maricopa County Jails. 

I, Joe Arpaio, freely admit that 1 denied prisoner of war, Frank E. Ellena, direct access to the law library, withheld 
visitations (except for legal visits) for daring to bring in legal pens and note pads, subjecting him to lock down, when 
it clearly states in our own rules proper litigants have the right to these materials. I, further, freely admit that I 
through Madison Street Jail denied Frank E. Ellena proper nutritional diet including water, feeding him sub-stanard 
food and drink including but not limited to rotten fish/mystery meat, loaded up starches(bread, rancid peanut butter, 
roach infested noodles ) to meet calerie scale standards while better quality food was going out the back door of our 
jail kitchen to feed our fellow employees. 

I, Joe Arpaio, freely admit that after prisoner of war, Frank E. Ellena, through his many grievance forms 
that his pod was being exposed to a fellow prisoner with Aids related T.B. refused to take any action exposing 
them all to this deadly diease. Further, I admit when Frank E. Ellena refuse to submit to a physical afer he 
had been a prisoner for over three weeks (in violation of our own rules) he was subjected to lock down in the 
medical level until he submited to the said physical violating his natural rights and protection from cruel and 
unusai punishment even before being convicted of any crime. 

I, Joe Arpaio, when served with a writ of Flabeas Corpus by Frank E. Ellena, ignored the service and took no 
action even after common counsel , Peter Morgan , personally pleaded Frank E. Ellena's case. I, further 
admit that I subjected prisoner of war, Frank E. Ellena to harassement by jail guards and delayed his 
personal mail including returning religous material including a Holy Bible to sender, claiming that it was 
contraban and through threat of force stole Frank E. Ellena's personal property, his finger prints and 
photograph all in violation of his natural rights protected by the American Constitution. 
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I, Joe Arpaio, either knew or should have known our United States Bureau of Internal Revenue, Federal courts are 
doing business under the federal common law which is in fact the Uniform Commercial Code which operates upon a 
presumption all the People are statutory defined “persons” either inhabiting within the United States or effectively 
connected with the conduct of a trade or business within the United States, and the Sovereign, Frank E. Ellena is not 
such a “person” by our prima facie records which prove said Sovereign has duly expatriated from “within” our 
admitted bankrupt United States and is freely inhabiting in his foreign country of Arizona and Montana his native 
birthright origin as an American national free inhabitant. 

I, Joe Arpaio, know and understand our own U.C.C. recognizes the effect of foreign judgments as a set-off, and 
upon my willful failure to make timely answer within the courtesy presentment ten ( 10 ) days of receipt of this “True 
Bill”, I, Joe Arpaio will become liable for the sum certain amount of One Hundred Million Dollars of Lawful 
Money of Account, gold minted Coin, or silver minted Coin from our Treasury of these United States of America 
under our national government in relation to the several States, the foreign country of Montana being one of these 
separate jurisdictions from our political will public policy admitted bankrupt corporation United States. 

I, Joe Arpaio, freely admit our feigned enforcement powers “within” the United States in the past have been in 
direct violation of Article of amendment the Eleventh which prohibits our United States citizens from invoking the 
judicial power of the United States in any legislative created tribunal a/k/a United States District Court for the 
District of Arizona unless and until the Sovereign Frank E. Ellena would have willfully, knowingly, and voluntarily 
waived his Common Law venue in his foreign State, which has never happened by our own embarrassing prima facie 
real evidence. 

I. Joe Arpaio, know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the prima facie reasonable 
evidence I, Joe Arpaio, being a foreign agent taking pay for presumed specific performance from the International 
Monetary Fund, must obey simple contract law, or become liable upon said contract. Even my attorney advisers 
knew and understood this elementary principal, but in our programmed mental condition, We, my co-conspirators 
and accomplices named in this Private security agreement and I, Joe Arpaio, did willfully and knowingly take the 
responsibility for our own actions or inactions, with appropriate punishments becoming evident from time to time as 
truth prevails in the foreign country of Arizona. 

I, Joe Arpaio, know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide presentment, a breach of contract subjects me, Joe 
Arpaio, to Private and public punishments while under specific performance of public oath of office through 
delegation of authority, whether or whether not I, Joe Arpaio, have been misguided, misinformed, and mislead by 
my willful and knowing accomplices named herein. 

I, Joe Arpaio, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail, and under our system, no matter how 
colorable, the Uniform Commercial Code was adequate to punish even the most mentally corrupt and deficient 
delinquents “within” our United States. 

I, Joe Arpaio, individually, and as Sheriff of Maricopa County, Phoenix, in the country of Arizona, “within” the 
United States, jointly and severally, know and understand the term constructive fraud with or without scienter, and 
the term conversion, conspiracy and the term consideration, and the term obligation of contract, therefore, based 
upon this special, express, and explicit knowledge, I, Joe Arpaio, individually, and jointly and severally will become 
liable to the free inhabitant in his country of Montana on sight, on demand, should I, Joe Arpaio, fail to comprehend 
the magnitude of my omissions and commissions under simple contract Law, especially under the supremacy 
Common Law, a/k/a as our organic Law in harmony with Holy Scriptures, the foundation of our Law, and especially 
for reasons in contract Law I, Joe Arpaio, would fail to answer this due private presentment “True Bill” in any 
manner whatsoever by this tender offer for any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract especially under 
the provisions of U.C.C./MCA 30-1-103 which provide for bankruptcy and estoppel caused by fraud, coercion, 
undue influence, misrepresentation, through the Common Law under UCC 1-103.6 as in Anderson's on the UCC, and 
as explained more fully in the Bank Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking Law, and in conjunction with the 
UCC at § 3-103(1) which I know and understand is quoted: “This Article does not apply to money, documents of 
title,—”. 
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For my willful and knowing participation in this conspiracy of bearing false witness, false arrest, false imprisonment, 
slander, theft concerning the Sovereign Frank E. Ellena, I, Joe Arpaio, now know I must answer this courtesy 
presentment within ten (10) days of this service upon me, or through my continued ignorance in Law, coupled with 
the pressures of my willful and knowing accomplices, I, Joe Arpaio, will become liable for the sum certain amount 
of damages occurring to the Sovereign Frank E. Ellena in this Private matter for One Hundred Million ( 
100,000,000.00 ) Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, especially under our own rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial 
Code, which was adopted by my adviser accomplices themselves, purportedly learned in law. 

I, Joe Arpaio, admit in this Private security agreement “True Bill", the fact 1 do know and understand the term 
accommodation, and the term surety, and the term guarantor, and the term Maker, and the term Payee, and the term 
Drawer as could be duly presented in a special Private collections item, restricted endorsement Documentary Draft ( 
distress warrant), drawn without recourse by the Sovereign, free inhabitant Frank E. Ellena, without prejudice to the 
Sovereign in his Common Law venue state of the forum under the Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act 
by and through a Privately bonded Notary Public under protest as in Rule 9(d), 44.1, 902(3)(A)(B) 8 & 9, 
enforceable under UCC 9-501 nihil dicit, when duly presented for audit at the office of the United States of America 
Postmaster in Billings, Montana state through the full faith and credit clause of our national constitution in America. 

I, Joe Arpaio, admit conspiracy and fraud is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through Common Law Affidavit 
in this Arizona State in these several States in this Union of States in America. 

Done and dated this_day of_, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Attestation: by Joe Arpaio, individually, and jointly and severally for the United States 

PRIVATE SEAL: _ 

Joe Arpaio, bona fide, and subject nihil dicit 

Acknowledgment: by the free inhabitant Frank E. Ellena in Law, in our country of Montana, c/o 730 main #102- 
35, Billings, Montana Republic 

teste meipso this_day of_, in the year of our Mighty One, through our Redeemer 

Emmanuel, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five A.D.. 

Jurat: _ 

Frank E. Ellena, in personam, in Yellowstone county 

in our country of Montana, expressly not “within" the United States 

_, notary public Seal. 

Rodney O. Skurdal, duly appointed, commissioned and privately bonded in our country of Montana. 

I,_, notary public in our foreign country of Montana in relation to the 

admitted bankrupt United States, hereby attest and acknowledge the law and facts as duly presented bona fide before 
me and signed by the free inhabitant, in the county and State aforesaid, for due presentment upon public record in 
our Supreme Court in Garfield county organized for judicial purposes under our Constitution of Montana in the year 
of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D.. 

Fees:_ 

Oath:_ 

Postage:_ 

Mileage:_ 

Affidavit:_ 

Misc:_ 
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U.C.C./FS-4 Private security agreement “TRUE BILL” 

{bargain of the parties in fact} 

CRAIG V. MISSOURI 29 US (IV PET.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, John R. Christensen, non-registered non-bonded attorney, individually, and as agent for the political will 
corporation State of Montana, jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "true bill" 
U.C.C./FS-4 PRIVATE security agreement under the principle of "ignorance of the law is no excuse", and 
therefore, by these due PRESENTMENTS for acceptance without dishonor under MCA §§ 30-3-504 & 505, 
through principles of MCA § 30-1-103 of undue influence, duress, coercion, mistake, misrepresentation, 
fraud, principal and agent, law of contracts, estoppel, bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes 
and by our supremacy Common Law (applicable Law under MCA § 30-1-105 N.I.L.) herein contained agree 
as follows: 

On or about the 25th day of November , 1991, and at prior times I, John R. Christensen, did 
willfully, knowingly, and voluntarily by my own acts by commissions and acts of omissions in direct 
relation to the sovereign American freeman character Richard E. Wilson, cause a breach of trust pursuant to 
my official specific performance public bond under public trust by my agency public oath of office in 
purview of our original handwritten Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, 
A.D., and did then and there cause a Common Law crime of forcible entry upon the close, unlawful detainer, 
libel and slander against the good name, the good character, the good standing, the good credit, the good 
reputation and the Right of Private contract of the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, in his state, 
meaning his sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State by his 
Lawful Authority under our original handwritten Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred 
Eighty Nine, A.D.. 

It is not yet fully clear to me, John R. Christensen, as non-registered foreign agent for the United 
States, the extent of Lawful judicial Power and judicial Authority possessed by the Kings' Bench and the 
Justices' Courts in their comitatus, but by this DUE PRIVATE PRESENTMENT in Law and by the conflicts 
of Law under the Negotiable Instruments Law it is becoming more and more clear to me, John R. 
Christensen, admitted non-registered foreign agent acting in concert with INTERPOL, at all times, 
especially under UCC § 1-103.6 as in Anderson's on the Uniform Commercial Code, by the meaning of the 
term " fraud ", since some of my cohorts in our criminal activity have suggested to me we are in trouble and 
the People of the Posterity in Montana do know and understand their judicial Power and judicial Authority 
under their original and exclusive venue and jurisdiction, with official national protections for them at their 
supremacy Common Law and by reason of our failures under our own colorable rules and codes as in 18 
U.S.C. § 2386, which I fully know and understand is a felony with five years prison term as the just 
punishment, and We further admit of the Lawful existence of their posse comitatus by our own colorable 
rules and codes at 18 U.S.C., § 1385. 

I, John R. Christensen, individually, and as a known non-registered foreign agent for our title of 
nobility bankrupt municipal political will corporation State of Montana d/b/a “within” the bankrupt United 
States, jointly and severally, hereby admit Article 1, Section 10, Clause 1 of our national constitution, 
prohibits me, John R. Christensen, and my willful and knowing accomplices named herein, under our title of 
nobility foederal (federal) agency a/k/a federal lending institutions who are in direct violation of the national 
constitution, while doing business in the several states, meaning the fifty States on and equal footing with 
the thirteen original Colonies, through the enabling act as contained within the Constitution of Montana in 
the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D., from foreclosure actions in any State Court against the sole 
and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State, freeman character Richard 
E. Wilson, for reasons in Law any such action caused by us (titles of nobility) is repugnant to the 
Constitution of Montana. I, John R. Christensen, know and understand Article 3 of the Uniform 
Commercial Code does not deal with money. 
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I, John R. Christensen, admit as non-registered non-bonded attorney, I either knew or should have 
known the fact in Law, when a former judge such as Roy C. Rodeghiero, signs a recusal order concerning 
himself, in any cause of action, all the signed nisi prius orders, decrees, rulings, and memos which were 
enacted by Roy C. Rodeghiero, are stricken from the Court of Record in their entirety, since such signed 
orders by Roy C. Rodeghiero, by the presumption of bias and prejudice which he has necessarily admitted 
by his recusal, were also biased, prejudiced, and made of no Lawful effect whatsoever by his own 
admittance, thereby forbidding me, John R. Christensen, to rely on such bogus nisi prius decrees, orders, 
rulings, memos, or any other name We attach to such null and void presentments, keeping us to strict 
compliance within our legislative created corporation courts a/k/a legislative tribunals who have no judicial 
Power nor judicial Authority to hear matters in Law without the consent of the parties. 

1, John R. Christensen, either knew or should have known my Lawful authority for committing these 
willful, knowing, and intentional acts against the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his state, whether 
by my own commissions or my own omissions in purview of my Lawful scope of authority under my 
delegation of authority is limited and restricted by our own political will bankrupt corporation statute- 
merchant codes and other Law (q.v.), and in purview of the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, do not 
now, nor did 1, John R. Christensen, have in the past, any legal nor Lawful authority to restrain the natural 
Law unalienable Right of Liberty by Right of Inheritance from Almighty God, which is possessed by the 
freeman character Richard E. Wilson, through my delegation of authority public oath of office which 
supports, protects, defends, and guarantees to the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his supremacy 
Common Law in his comitatus these fundamental, vested, absolute natural Law unalienable Rights under our 
national and our state constitutions “without” the United States in America. 

1, John R. Christensen, also knew and admit trial by jurymen of peers for the freeman character is 
beyond my scope of authority and limits of discretion, to enforce a summary judgment as against the 
freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his state, thereby denying, delaying, and selling justice to the 
freeman character Richard E. Wilson, which is repugnant to our Constitution of Montana in the year of 
Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D., specifically under Article 111, section 23, which 1 admit as quoted: 
“The right of trial by jury shall be secured to all, and remain inviolate-”. 

1, John R. Christensen, know and understand the concept of “titles of nobility”, and the associated 
prohibitions (barratry) which are contained in the intent of my delegated authority official public oath of 
office with enforcement's against me via pains and penalties of perjury should 1, John R. Christensen, 
become so engrossed in aiding and abetting the titles of nobility a/k/a non-registered non-bonded attomey(s) 
and their law firms in their willful and knowing acts of common barratry and lust for filthy lucre which 
could blind me in my ongoing parasitic lifestyle which was condemned by Jesus himself, for the main 
reasons We, meaning 1, John R. Christensen, and my willful and knowing accomplices, the shysters, feed 
upon widows and oiphans while attempting to conceal the fact the inside of our cup is black as the robe of 
our Master, our fellow judges, our attorneys, our lawyers, our Bar Associations and our title of nobility 
political will bankrupt corporation officers. 

1, John R. Christensen, by reason of this due PRESENTMENT public and Private notice, know and 
understand 1 must immediately cease and desist in this Common Law forcible entry upon the close by 
unlawful detainer against Richard E. Wilson, and the libel and slander which was caused against Richard E. 
Wilson by me, John R. Christensen, willfully acting in concert with my willful and knowing accomplices, 
partially listed by names herein but not limited to: Peter L. Rapkoch, John L. Warner, Roy C. Rodeghiero, 
Wayne C. Edwards, Mike Zacker, Greta M. Ross, David Stuvor, Ann Brodsky, John Peake, Joseph R. Biden, 
Jr., Frances Stephens, Eugene Couch, Max Baucus, Mike McCord, Donald W. Hutchinson, Tom Killam, 
Robert M. Holter, and Paul G. Hatfield. 

As a direct consequence of my willful, knowing and voluntary participation in the facts as presented 
by me, John R. Christensen, in this Private security agreement “TRUE BILL”, 1, John R. Christensen, 
individually, and as agent for title of nobility “within” the United States, jointly and severally, agree the 
damages which 1, John R. Christensen, have caused against the sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as 
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a free sovereign and independent State, Richard E. Wilson, his heirs, his assigns, and his Posterity, are for 
the sum certain amount of One Hundred Million (100,000,000) Dollars of Money as Lawfully defined by the 
united States of America through acts of congress in compliance with our state constitution in the year of 
Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine A.D., and our national constitution in the year of Seventeen Hundred Eighty 
Seven, A.D.. 

For good cause shown upon this Court of Record, it appearing to me, John R. Christensen, non- 
registered foreign agent under INTERPOL, by these known facts in this PRIVATE security agreement 
“TRUE BILL”, I, John R. Christensen, individually, and as non-registered foreign agent for title of nobility 
political will corporation state of Montana d/b/a “within” the bankrupt United States, jointly and severally, 
have by this courtesy ten (10) days to answer this due PRESENTMENT Private security agreement “True 
Bill” served upon me by the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, for my willful and knowing acts of 
trespass of PRIVATE Liberty enjoyed by the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, which by my willful, 
knowing, and intentional acts aided and abetted by my willing and knowing accomplices named herein, has 
been unlawfully seized and stolen by force of arms from the sovereign freeman character Richard E. Wilson, 
and I must sign bona fide this due PRESENTMENT non-negotiable PRIVATE security agreement "True 
Bill" and the attached U.C.C./FS-l non-standard, non-negotiable form, or in the alternative, by my right to 
default " nihil dick ", allow the accommodation/surety/guarantor signature under MCA § 30-3-415 by 
enforcement's at MCA § 30-9-501 for any judicial process whatsoever in Law under MCA § 30-1-105 
through protections for the principal, freeman character Richard E. Wilson, at MCA § 30-1-207 for reasons 
under contract law to specific performance by principal and agent at MCA § 30-1-103 conflict of Laws 
hereinabove enumerated. 

I, John R. Christensen, know and understand the supremacy Common Law ninety-nine (99) year 
limit for Common Law liens duly filed and duly recorded by the office of clerk of our one Supreme Court 
a/k/a the office of the clerk and recorder in and for Fergus county/comitatus as entered by suit of the 
sovereign (Court) with or without resort to a legislative created tribunal, especially upon this prior courtesy 
of ten (10) day final notice, and enforceable under the full faith and credit of the united States of America 
under the Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act at Rule 9(e), 44.1, Rule 902(3)(A)(B), (8) & (9), 
MCA § 25-9-502, MCA § 30-9-501 et al., in this state of the forum supremacy Common Law under the 
conflicts of law provisions of the Uniform Commercial Code as adopted into our political will bankrupt 
coiporate non-registered non-bonded compact party state of Montana d/b/a “within” the bankrupt United 
States and executable in the foreign country of Montana “Republican Form of Government” People of the 
Posterity in and for their respective comitatus in their Nation in America. 

PRIVATE SEAL ACKNOWLEDGMENT: 


John R. Christensen, individually, and jointly and severally acting as title of nobility “nihil dicit” 

teste this_day of_, in the year of our Almighty God, 

through our Redeemer, Jesus the Messiah, A.D. Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four. 

PRIVATE SEAL OF SUIT OF THE SOVEREIGN: "without prejudice" and "without recourse" 

with special, express, and explicit reservation of all natural Law unalienable Rights of Inheritance 

from Almighty GOD, waiving none ever in and for Fergus comitatus in Montana in America. 


ATTESTATION: 


Jurat in Law: 

Richard E. Wilson, jus soli, jus sanguinis, jure coronae, sui juris character in Law 
teste meipso this 25th day of January, in the year of our Almighty God, 
through our Redeemer, Jesus the Messiah, A.D. Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four 

Jurat in Law: 

Honorable Justice 

, in Law 

Jurat in Law: 

Honorable Justice 

, in Law 


Honorable Justice 

, in Law 
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State of the Forum Common Law UCC/MCA 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C./FS-4 Private Security Agreement non-negotiable “True Bill” 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig v. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Clair Johnson, individually, and as news reporter for the Billings Gazette “within” the United States, jointly and 
severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable “True Bill” U.C.C./FS-4 Private security agreement under the 
principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these due presentments for acceptance without 
dishonor under U.C.C./MCA §§ 30-3-504 & 505, through principles of U.C.C./MCA 30-1-103 by undue influence, 
principal and agent, fraud, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, duress, law of contracts, estoppel, bankruptcy and 
other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum common law under U.C.C./MCA § 30-1-105 
(N.I.L.) herein contained agree with the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer as follows: 

I, Clair Johnson, hereby declare in the form of declaratory judgment as prima facie real evidence to be entered into 
any Court of Justice or also into any legislative created tribunal pursuant to Article V, section 1 of our national 
Constitution the following facts in Law in relation to the private character LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his country of 
Montana, “other jurisdiction” from our political will public policy limited liability municipal corporation compact 
party state of Montana d/b/a agency for the District of Columbia, its States, its state, its territories, its possessions, 
and its subjects of which I, Clair Johnson freely admit I am a United States citizen subject. 

I, Clair Johnson, further declare my articles as printed in the Billings Gazette have contained the name of the 
freeman character LeRoy M. Schweitzer presenting said freeman character as being a federal fugitive but such 
publication caused by me, Clair Johnson is without merit, untrue, false and libelous against the freeman character 
rightfully possessed by the peculiar treasure created by Almighty Yahweh causing damages to the freeman character 
LeRoy M. Schweitzer in excess of millions and millions of Dollars of Money, meaning real Money as defined by our 
national law in the form of gold or silver coin minted at the office of the Treasurer in these united States of America. 

I, Clair Johnson, either knew or should have known the fact in Law under our national Constitution no freeman 
character could become a federal fugitive based upon the fact said freeman character is not subject to federal 
legislation, nor to acts of congress in direct relation to the class of the parties', especially upon the known fact there 
has never been a trial in our Nation in America before a jury of peers, nor any other type of jury against the freeman 
character LeRoy M. Schweitzer which could have caused a sentence to be declared upon the said freeman character 
LeRoy M. Schweitzer thereby granting to me, Clair Johnson, the authority to print upon public record the fact the 
freeman character LeRoy M. Schweitzer is a federal fugitive. 

I, Clair Johnson, further declare in this special private security agreement “True Bill” the freeman character LeRoy 
M. Schweitzer has become subject to my libel as printed in the Billings Gazette, and said libel is criminal in nature 
causing me, Clair Johnson, and my employer Billings Gazette, in Billings, Montana state, united States of America 
to become liable upon our private property, our real estate, and our personal property as caused by our combined 
willful, knowing, and purposeful libel of the freeman character LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his country of Montana, a 
separate and peculiar jurisdiction from our state of the forum District of Columbia administering to the common herd 
of subject class of United States citizens by our own free political will of adhering to concepts of Babylon, the Beast 
and Mammon, all verboten in “Holy Scriptures”. 

I, Clair Johnson, further declare the fact I either knew or should have known in causes of libel the jurymen of peers 
must hear both matters of fact and matters in Law by express words contained in our Constitution of Montana under 
the concept of Right of Inheritance from Almighty Yahweh, through exclusive jurisdiction in our one Supreme Court 
in its original and exclusive jurisdiction under Common Law venue whereby no freeman shall lose his Court 
provided for said freeman character in our organic law Magna Charta found in the Revised Codes of Montana, 
Volume One, first document and full well acknowledged by our public policy copyrighted statute/merchant codes a 
MCA 1-11-101 through MCA 1-11-103, complimented by our own Uniform Commercial Code sections 1-105 under 
territorial application of the act for the freeman character to choose applicable law under supplementary principles of 
law found in U.C.C. § 1-103, particularly at section 1-103.6 which recognizes the Common Law, and the fact our 
statute/merchant codes must be in compliance with principles of Common Law and complimentary thereto. 
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I, Clair Johnson, freely declare the concepts in our Constitution of Montana found at Article V, section 26 are 
applicable to the freeman character LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his country of Montana, “other jurisdiction” in relation 
to our subject class of United States citizens, providing a guarantee for the freeman character LeRoy M. Schweitzer 
Rights and Remedy as full well admitted under our color of law statute/merchant codes found in U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 34 
) and ( 36 ) whereby the trier of fact must proceed under the presumption rule until duly presented with a 
preponderance of the evidence to controvert the common usage presumption, thereby reserving of Right to the 
freeman character LeRoy M. Schweitzer his Court of Justice expressly enumerated in Article V, section 26, supra. 

I, Clair Johnson, full well know and understand it is my responsibility to know the facts before I make public 
through the Billings Gazette lies, misinformation, libel, slander and untruths directly related to the freeman character 
LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his country of Montana which could and did cause direct and indirect damages of credit 
slander to the freeman character LeRoy M. Schweitzer, further causing damages to the freeman character by me, 
Clair Johnson, and through willful, knowing, and intentional aiding and abetting by Billings Gazette, our own 
newspaper who did unjustly enrich our corporation and its officers by printing of lies, libel, and untruths which could 
have been discovered by due diligence upon our part to prevent the direct and indirect damages caused to the 
freeman character LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his country of Montana in these united States of America expressly 
“without” the United States, its territories, its possessions, its subjects, its States or its states. 

I, Clair Johnson, declare the Common Law is the rule of decision in all our Courts of Justice in our country of 
Montana and full well recognized by our color of law statutes even though deceptively hidden through words of art 
caused by titles of nobility corporations hell bent upon their own destruction whether or whether not caused with or 
without scienter through acts known as constructive fraud committed by our own Billings Gazette and with my 
aiding and abetting the criminal court system acting under color of law through titles of nobility expressly forbidden 
in our Constitution of Montana as well as our national Constitution. 

I, Clair Johnson, either knew or should have known there are two parallel forms of government in our country of 
Montana, one being the organic law admitted through the enabling act causing our country of Montana to be on an 
equal footing with the original thirteen colonies, and the other jurisdiction being the contractual form of government 
for the slaves in the form of United States citizens owing allegiance to a foreign prince and power through agencies 
such as INTERPOL, the International Monetary Fund, F.B.I., Federal Reserve Board, S.S., I.R.S., State Bar of 
Montana, appellate supreme court justices, federal judges, United States Marshals, Bureau of Prisons, county of 
Yellowstone of the state of Montana and the like. 

I, Clair Johnson, by my free admittance of the facts contained in the above sentence, declare the freeman character 
LeRoy M. Schweitzer is Sovereign in his country of Montana through provisions in our Constitution of Montana 
under Article III, section 2 whereby the People rule under their sole and exclusive right of self-governing as a free 
sovereign and independent State, over and above their agents under the law of principal and agent through simple 
contract law fortified by the public officers public oaths of office to the People in direct relation to the class of 
inhabitant, either free or slave as the cause of action may be for the private parties'. 

I, Clair Johnson, declare further the freeman character LeRoy M. Schweitzer has an unalienable Right of 
Inheritance from Almighty Yahweh which I, Clair Johnson, and my employer Billings Gazette cannot impair nor 
impede in any manner whatsoever in his country of Montana, but based upon our willful, knowing, and intentional 
acts for our own unjust enrichments through ultra vires acts of our public policy political will limited liability 
municipal corporation United States, we, Billings Gazette and me, Clair Johnson, have become liable for our acts of 
libel against the good character of the freeman LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his country of Montana causing this special 
private presentment security agreement “True Bill” to be issued and served upon me, Clair Johnson, as a courtesy 
presentment with ten ( 10 ) day time limit for me to make a bona fide answer or forever keep my silence under our 
supreme Law of the Land as duly presented in our national Constitution under Article VI, clause 2, synonymous with 
Chapter 61 of Magna Charta. 

I, Clair Johnson, either knew or should have known the subject class of United States citizen has no authority to 
invoke judicial power against the freeman character LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his country of Montana by the express 
prohibitions contained in Article of amendment the Eleventh of our national Constitution and proven by the 
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Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer in numerous presentments to our public policy political will limited liability 
municipal corporation admitted bankrupt by acts of congress in the District of Columbia. 

I, Clair Johnson, freely admit the fact my due diligence in reporting to the Billings Gazette failed to discover the 
fact “Panama Paul”, a so-called federal agent for the executive branch of our color of law corporation, has admitted 
he could not sit on any cause of action concerning the freeman character LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his country of 
Montana for reasons in Law the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer had perfected securities against the said “Panama 
Paul” for the sum certain amount of Seventy Seven ( 77,000,000.00 ) Million Dollars of Money duly deposited into 
Norwest Bank Anaconda-Butte nearly three years past which caused the delinquent “Panama Paul” to send due 
notice to the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer admitting of this fact and thereby causing the delinquent “Panama 
Paul” to call in another federal executive employee from the compact party state of Oregon to attempt to acquire 
jurisdiction over the Sovereign freeman character LeRoy M. Schweitzer in direct violation of Article of amendment 
the Eleventh of our national Constitution but without any lawful standing therefore, proven upon this Court of 
Record by public hearings in Billings, Montana state witnessed by freemen characters in their “other jurisdiction” 
country of Montana and available for me, Clair Johnson, if I would only have looked into these public matters 
before printing libelous information against the freeman character LeRoy M. Schweitzer in our Billings Gazette, in 
Billings, Montana state in these several States in our Nation in America. 

I, Clair Johnson, further admit that pursuant to the above admitted facts in my declaratory judgment my intent was 
to cover-up our willful, knowing, and intentional acts of protecting the political will public policy private corporation 
known as Federal Reserve Bank through acts of complicity with the private corporation agency known as the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation without any authority in Law for our criminal acts and directly opposed to the instructions 
and commands as given to our corporation employees by the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer from his country of 
Montana, a separate venue and jurisdiction from our public policy political will admitted bankrupt corporation 
“within” the United States and limited to our territorial realm, the ten square miles of the District of Columbia. 

I, Clair Johnson, freely admit in this special private presentment security agreement “True Bill” our own admitted 
federal common law is known as the Uniform Commercial Code drafted by our own members of our fraternal 
brotherhood of lawyers, attorneys, proctors, esquires, advocates, solicitors and shysters through our State Bar 
Associations, our American Bar Association acting in concert with the International Bar Associations, titles of 
nobility expressly forbidden under the Constitution of Montana and our national Constitution which compels specific 
performance from our public officers under their public oaths of office to our appellate supreme court in its 
voluntary jurisdiction. 

I, Clair Johnson, know and understand our National Association banks must answer to our office of Comptroller of 
the Currency as surety for said banks when it becomes obvious we have no gold nor silver in our vaults and do not 
deal in money but merely deal in bills of exchange in the form of notes, checks, certificates of deposit and drafts, all 
collectible for the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his foreign country of Montana through use of notary public as 
in our own Rule 902 (3) (A) (B) 8 & 9, especially when judicial notice of foreign law is made mandatory by the 
Sovereign freeman character LeRoy M. Schweitzer through use of our own Rule 44.1. 

I, Clair Johnson, freely admit the Sovereign freeman character LeRoy M. Schweitzer did make due presentment to 
our United States corporation via recorded telephone call to protect his private interests in his perfected securities 
accounts receivable at a Bank as duly presented in our own Bank Officers Handbook on Commercial Banking 
Law which expressly provides for punishments against our Banks under U.C.C. § 3-419 for acts of criminal 
conversion by the rule of law under simple contract the Banks are the debtors in possession and must perform to 
simple contract law by midnight of the banking day or become liable for the frill face amount of the instrument upon 
notice of protest in the Courts of Justice, with or without resort to a legislative created tribunal and proven for the 
trier of fact under section 21-40 quoted in pertinent part only for this special private presentment security agreement 
“True Bill” to wit: “When items for collection are sent directly to the drawee-bank, the bank is under a dual 
capacity — to act as agent for the owner to collect from itself and, also, to pay the instrument.” “In the 
collection provision under the Commercial Code, the bank has until midnight of the day it receives the item 
to settle for it 54 and until midnight of the next business day to pay, to return it, or to send notice of 
dishonor. 55 " “If the bank fails to act within this time, it is ‘accountable for the amount of the item. 60 ” “If the 
instrument is properly presented for acceptance, failure to act within the time allowed for acceptance will 
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make the bank accountable. 61 " “Under the Commercial Code, refusal to pay or to return an instrument 
amounts to a conversion on the part of the bank and it is liable for the amount of the instrument. 62 ” “In 
practice, the bank's duties are about the same under the Commercial Code as they were under previous 
Negotiable Instruments Law.” 

I, Clair Johnson, know and understand our public officers duties as provided by acts of congress fully acknowledge 
our national Constitution at Article IV, clause 1, through the full faith and credit of any Court of Justice within our 
Land, meaning our republic States, the foreign country of Montana being one on an equal footing with the original 
thirteen ( 13 ) colonies and fortified through our own admittance in our color of law statute/merchant codes known as 
Montana Code Annotated keeping our corporation of limited liability on course through our surety via office of the 
Comptroller of the Currency who must accept a bona fide tender offer on sight from the Sovereign freeman character 
LeRoy M. Schweitzer through involuntary bankruptcy of our own admitted infidels caught up in our own non- 
compliance with simple contract law which supersedes our own color of law Uniform Commercial Code when 
properly invoked by the Sovereign freeman character LeRoy M. Schweitzer through section 1-105 under conflicts of 
law, Private International Law, and the Negotiable Instruments Law, coupled with legal consequences against our 
public policy political will limited liability corporation at U.C.C. § 1-103.6 which must be in harmony with the 
Common Law and complimentary thereto for the Sovereign freeman character LeRoy M. Schweitzer “without 
recourse” in his foreign country of Montana in these united States of America. 

I, Clair Johnson, freely admit our office of the Comptroller of the Currency must contract to pay over to the 
Sovereign freeman character LeRoy M. Schweitzer in like consideration the full face amount of the instrument upon 
our willful, knowing, and purposeful dishonor for bona fide tender offer of accounts receivable at a Bank or in the 
alternative the Sovereign freeman character LeRoy M. Schweitzer could implement the provisions of our own Title 
28 at section 1743 against any office of the Postmaster for demand payment upon the bills of exchange, with 
recourse at Title 28 section 2710 through warrant (writ) of attachment against our agency Post Offices to satisfy the 
concepts of simple contract law as duly contained in U.C.C. § 1.103 looking to pre-Code law for Rights and Remedy 
for the Sovereign freeman character LeRoy M. Schweitzer as explained in our U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 34 ) and ( 36 ). 

I, Clair Johnson, either knew or should have known and therefore declare our United States is doing business under 
the federal common law which is in fact the Uniform Commercial Code which operates upon a presumption all the 
People are statutory defined “persons” either inhabiting “within” the United States or effectively connected with the 
conduct of a trade or business “within” the United States, and the Sovereign freeman character LeRoy M. Schweitzer 
is not such a “person” by our prima facie records which prove said Sovereign has duly expatriated from “within” our 
admitted bankrupt United States and is freely inhabiting in his foreign country of Montana, his native birthright 
origin as an American national free inhabitant not subject to our United States citizens color of law contracts and 
unilateral agreements foisted upon the unwary through compelled benefits statutory schemes of licentiousness 
forbidden in the Book of Jude in “Holy Scriptures”. 

I, Clair Johnson, know and understand our own U.C.C. recognizes the effect of foreign judgments as a set-off, and 
upon my willful failure to make timely answer within the courtesy presentment ten ( 10 ) days of receipt of this 
special collections “True Bill”, I, Clair Johnson, will become liable for the sum certain amount of One Hundred 
(100,000,000.00) Million Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, gold minted Coin, or silver minted Coin from our 
Treasury of these united States of America under our national government in relation to the several States, the 
foreign country of Montana being one of these separate jurisdictions from our political will public policy limited 
liability admitted bankrupt corporation “within” the United States. 

I, Clair Johnson, freely admit our feigned enforcement powers “within” the United States in the past have been in 
direct violation of Article of amendment the Eleventh which prohibits our United States citizens from invoking the 
judicial power of the United States in any legislative created tribunal a/k/a United States District Court for the 
District of Montana unless and until the Sovereign freeman character LeRoy M. Schweitzer would have willfully, 
knowingly, and voluntarily waived his Common Law venue in his foreign State, meaning expressly his country of 
Montana in Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction under saving to suitors clause of our national 
Constitution in harmony with our organic Constitution of Montana as duly proclaimed and ratified by the People in 
Eighteen Hundred Eighty Four and Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine A.D.. 
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I, Clair Johnson, admit of our constructive fraud in relation to my news articles in the Billings Gazette concerning 
matters of the Sovereign freeman character LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his country of Montana, wherein is stated to the 
effect 1, Clair Johnson, libeled the freeman character LeRoy M. Schweitzer as a federal fugitive without having any 
lawful reason to make such a public announcement. 

I, Clair Johnson, either knew or should have known my willful and knowing accomplices at the Billings Gazette 
would have to answer in one form or another for our willful and knowing participation in libel of the good character 
rightfully possessed by the Sovereign freeman character LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his country of Montana “other 
jurisdiction" even though the freeman character has remained silent for many months through forbearance in hopes 
we would come to our senses and correct our libel upon our own free will based upon our moral duty to our Creator, 
even though the facts prove we have never had any intent of correcting our willful, knowing, and intentional actions 
and proven by our Court of Record now made public by this special private presentment security agreement “True 
Bill” through nihil dicit tacit procuration. 

I, Clair Johnson, know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the prima facie real 
evidence I, Clair Johnson, being a foreign agent taking pay for presumed specific performance from my corporation 
employer Billings Gazette, must obey simple contract law, or become liable upon said contract. Even my attorney 
advisers knew and understood this elementary principal, but in our programmed mental condition, We, my co¬ 
conspirators and accomplices named in this special Private security agreement “True Bill” and I, Clair Johnson, 
did willfully and knowingly take the responsibility for our own actions or inactions, with appropriate punishments 
becoming evident from time to time as truth prevails in the foreign country of Montana for the Sovereign freeman 
character LeRoy M. Schweitzer. 

I, Clair Johnson, know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide special private presentment security agreement, 
an act of criminal libel subjects me, Clair Johnson, to Private and public punishments while under specific 
performance to my employer Billings Gazette through delegation of authority, whether or whether not I, Clair 
Johnson, have been misguided, misinformed, maligned and mislead by my willful and knowing accomplices named 
herein. 

I, Clair Johnson, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail, and under our system, no matter how 
colorable, the Uniform Commercial Code was adequate to punish even our most mentally corrupt and deficient 
delinquents “within" our United States. 

I, Clair Johnson, individually, and as agent for the Billings Gazette “within" the United States, jointly and severally, 
know and understand the term constructive fraud with or without scienter, and the term conversion, and the term 
consideration, and the term obligation of contract, therefore, based upon this special, express, and explicit 
knowledge, I, Clair Johnson, individually, and jointly and severally will become liable to the free inhabitant LeRoy 
M. Schweitzer in his country of Montana on sight, on demand, should I, Clair Johnson, fail to comprehend the 
magnitude of my omissions and commissions under simple contract Law, especially under the supremacy Common 
Law, a/k/a as our organic Law in harmony with “Holy Scriptures”, the foundation of our Law, and for reasons in 
contract Law I, Clair Johnson, would fail to answer this due private presentment security agreement “True Bill” in 
any manner whatsoever by this tender offer for any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract under the 
provisions of U.C.C./MCA 30-1-103 which provide for bankruptcy and estoppel caused by fraud, coercion, undue 
influence, misrepresentation, principal and agent through the Common Law under UCC 1-103.6 as in Anderson's on 
the Uniform Commercial Code , and as explained more fully in the Bank Officer’s Handbook of Commercial 
Banking Law , and in conjunction with the U.C.C. at § 3-103(1) which I know and understand is quoted: “This 
Article does not apply to money, documents of title,-— 

For my willful and knowing participation in my aiding and abetting Norwest Bank Anaconda-Butte, the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, Tommie R. Canady in criminal conversion of Private property concerning the Sovereign 
freeman character LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his country of Montana, I, Clair Johnson, now know 1 must answer this 
courtesy presentment within ten (10) days of this service upon me, or through my continued ignorance in Law, 
coupled with the pressures of my willful and knowing criminal accomplices above named, I, Clair Johnson, will 
become liable for the sum certain amount of damages occurring to the Sovereign freeman character LeRoy M. 
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Schweitzer in this Private matter for One Hundred Million ( 100,000,000.00 ) Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, 
especially under our own rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code which was adopted by my adviser accomplices 
themselves, purportedly learned in law. 

I, Clair Johnson, admit in this Private security agreement “True Bill”, the fact 1 do know and understand the term 
accommodation, and the term surety, and the term guarantor, and the term Maker, and the term Payee, and the term 
Drawer as could be duly presented in a special Private collections item, restricted endorsement Documentary Draft ( 
distress warrant) or certified money order, drawn “without recourse” by the Sovereign free inhabitant LeRoy M. 
Schweitzer in his country of Montana, without prejudice to the Sovereign in his Common Law venue state of the 
forum under the Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and through a Privately bonded Notary Public 
under protest as in Rule 9(d), 44.1, 902(3)(A)(B) 8 & 9, enforceable under UCC 9-501 “nihil dicit”, when duly 
presented for audit at the office of the united States of America Postmaster in Brusett, Montana state through the full 
faith and credit clause of our national constitution in our Nation in America. 

I, Clair Johnson, admit conversion is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through Common Law Affidavit in this 
Montana state in these several States in this union of States in America. Further I sayeth naught. 

Done and dated this_day of April, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Attestation: by Clair Johnson, individually, and as agent for the Billings Gazette, jointly and severally 

PRIVATE SEAL: _ 

Clair Johnson, bona fide, and subject “nihil dicit” 

Acknowledgment: by the free inhabitant LeRoy M. Schweitzer in Law, in our country of Montana 

teste meipso this_day of April, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, 

through our Redeemer Yahshua, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 


PER CURIAM: 


LeRoy M. Schweitzer, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in Garfield county, in our country 
of Montana, united States of America, expressly not “within” the United States 
c/o P.O. Box 16, Brusett, Montana state, non-domestic mailing location 

NOTARY PUBLIC SEAL: 


Rodney O. Skurdal, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately bonded. 
I, Rodney O. Skurdal, notary public in our County and State aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge the above described 
document as true, correct and certain, duly signed before me by the freeman character known as LeRoy M. Schweitzer, on this 
_day of April, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Fees:_, Oath:_, Postage:_, 

Mileage:_, Affidavit:_, Misc:_. 
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State of the forum Common Law UCC/MCA 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C./FS-4 Private Security Agreement Non-Negotiable "True Bill" 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig vs. Missouri 29 Us (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, David K. Clark, individually, and as purported Justice of the peace in Missoula county, Missoula, Montana state, 
jointly and severally attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "True Bill" U.C.C./FS-4 Private security agreement 
under the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these due presentments for acceptance 
without dishonor under U.C.C./MCA §§ 30-3-504 & 3-505, through principles of U.C.C./MCA § 30-1-103 by undue 
influence, principal and agent, fraud, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, duress, law of contracts, bankruptcy and 
other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum common law under U.C.C./MCA § 30-1-105 
(N.I.L.) herein contained agree with the Sovereign Marc Basque as follows: 

On or about the 22nd day of April, 1991, I, David K. Clark, purported Justice of the peace in Missoula county, 
Missoula, Montana state, United States of America did have notice and knowledge duly presented to me by the 
Sovereign Marc Basque concerning my willful, knowing and felonious acts of perjury in relation to my public oath 
of office and in relation to the character of the private party Marc Basque who would not, did not and will not waive 
either express or implied his unalienable Rights of inheritance from Almighty YHVH, said Rights duly protected, 
secured, guaranteed and enforced by me under specific performance of simple contract through restrictive covenants 
granted to me by the People, my Master and principal under simple contract law in this law of the place under our 
supreme Law of the Land pursuant to “Holy Scriptures” and our Constitution of Montana in the year of 1884 
which was ratified by the People and certified by the Sovereign Marc Basque into this special private presentment 
security agreement “True Bill” according to the tenor of this special private presentment agreement. 

I, David K. Clark, acting under color of law as statutory Justice of the peace in relation to Montana Codes 
Annotated did willfully, knowingly, and intentionally deprive the Sovereign Marc Basque of his preliminary 
examination in open court contrary to the Montana Codes Annotated and contrary to my public oath of office in our 
quest to create revenue enhancements for our mentors and social engineers now known as the State Bar of Montana, 
a known title of nobility prohibited by our Constitution of Montana and our national constitution. 

I, David K. Clark, freely admit of the fact any private property which could have been extracted from the Sovereign 
Marc Basque through my illegal and unlawful acts under color of law were attempted extortion, a racket connived 
and manipulated through my State Bar of Montana criminal accomplices creating a conspiracy to deprive the 
Sovereign Marc Basque of his private property contrary to our Constitution of Montana and in direct violation of my 
public oath of office. 

I, David K. Clark, further admit I did issue an unlawful warrant of arrest upon the Sovereign Marc Basque without 
any lawful authority pursuant to my public oath of office causing damages to the said Marc Basque through the use 
of my criminal association with the State Bar of Montana title of nobility. 

I, David K. Clark, freely admit my unlawful arrest warrant upon the Sovereign Marc Basque did cause false 
imprisonment in Missoula county, said acts being repugnant to our Constitution of Montana and direct violation of 
the Montana Codes Annotated, causing further damages to the Sovereign Marc Basque in his country of Montana, a 
separate jurisdiction and venue from our incestuous cestui que trust compact party state of Montana d/b/a United 
States. 

I, David K. Clark, know and understand the fundamental law mandates me to obey organic law in Montana state, 
and by my willful, knowing, and felonious acts above described which are proven upon public record, obstruction of 
justice and denial of due process against the Sovereign Marc Basque in his common law venue which the said Marc 
Basque did not waive either express or implied at any time as duly witnessed by many People in Montana state, 
United States of America. 
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I, David K. Clark, either knew or should have known my willful and malicious acts above enumerated prove the 
fact 1 refused to assert any laws which are mandated upon me by my public oath of office constituting prima facie my 
perjury of my public oath of office which caused damages to the Sovereign Marc Basque. 


I, David K. Clark, know and understand my acts of prohibiting the Sovereign Marc Basque to freely speak in open 
Court denied to the Sovereign Marc Basque his absolute Right and caused denial, delay, and selling of justice and 
right against the Sovereign Marc Basque in our country of Montana which I must protect, defend, uphold, and 
guarantee by my public oath of office even though my record clearly evidences I did not comply, nor obey our 
organic law, nor the Biblical Law of our Mighty One, YHVH 

I, David K. Clark, freely admit the Sovereign Marc Basque did not sign over any power of attorney to me as 
statutory Justice of the peace to pronounce a not guilty plea in open court prior to a habeas corpus process which was 
demanded by the Sovereign Marc Basque, and summarily denied by me in my flagrant obstruction of justice and 
tyrannical acts against the Sovereign Marc Basque in his common law venue in and for Missoula county in our 
country of Montana, United States of America. 

I, David K. Clark, know and understand our fundamental law in our country of Montana forbids me from setting a 
bail against the Sovereign Marc Basque in our nisi prius court prior to any preliminary examination under our 
statutory scheme for the simple fact there was no victim and our so-called state of Montana under law of agency had 
not proven any contractual nexus for mala in prohibita crimes caused by the Sovereign Marc Basque, causing more 
damages against the Sovereign Marc Basque in his peculiar jurisdiction. 

I, David K. Clark, know and understand the fact an unlawful arrest is kidnap, and through my acts 1 did aid and abet 
in conspiracy with Dusty DesChamp's, III, Phillip Tillman, Douglas W. Chase and others to kidnap the Sovereign 
Marc Basque from his separate venue, in his peculiar jurisdiction which is admitted in the Montana Codes 
Annotated, all contrary to my public oath of office and proven by this Court of Record as damage against the 
Sovereign Marc Basque. 

I, David K. Clark, freely admit perjury is synonymous with tyranny, even though not often enforced by the 
Sovereigns, until this courtesy presentment special private security agreement “True Bill” was duly served upon me 
for my instant compliance with our organic law, and the restitution explained in “Holy Scriptures”, where the 
maxim, “for every wrong there is a remedy” was originated by the only law-giver, our Creator, Yahweh, ruler over 
all men. By this concept I present these words as an integral part of this special private presentment “True Bill”, 
“judici satis poena est, quod Deum habet ultorem”. 

I, David K. Clark, further admit the fact I committed the criminal act of aiding and abetting Dusty DesChamp's, III, 
Phillip Tillman, Douglas W. Chase and others in theft of private property which was not owned by our corporation 
state of Montana nor any of our non-registered foreign agents, but was in fact owned by the Sovereign Marc Basque 
in his country of Montana, a separate and peculiar jurisdiction from our statutory defined state d/b/a the admitted 
bankrupt United States. 

I, David K. Clark, either knew or should have known the fact my unlawful detainer against Marc Basque did 
constitute an unreasonable search and seizure of the Sovereign Marc Basque which my public oath of office to the 
People forbids, as well as protections for Marc Basque through my official fidelity bond mandated by the Montana 
Codes Annotated and our Constitution of Montana even though I, David K. Clark, further admit I have no such 
bond registered in Missoula county now, nor at the time of my unlawful acts against Marc Basque. 

I, David K. Clark, further know and understand my unlawful detainer of Marc Basque was broadened into false 
imprisonment fortified by the facts as contained in the Missoula county jail and through our office of sheriff in and 
for Missoula county in our country of Montana. 

I, David K. Clark, realizing my unlawful acts admitted by me above constitute a conspiracy to commit kidnap, a 
felony crime under our Constitution of Montana in our country of Montana, especially under the presumption created 
by my public oath of office and in harmony with Chapter 45 of Magna Charta. 
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I, David K. Clark, freely admit of the fact I acted on a false warrant in relation to the private character of the 
Sovereign Marc Basque, for reasons in Law no injured party had made a sworn affidavit against the Sovereign Marc 
Basque, nor did 1 have any probable cause to support an arrest warrant upon Marc Basque, even under our color of 
law statute/merchant codes in our color of law compact party state of Montana. 

I, David K. Clark, freely admit the fact the Sovereign Marc Basque was damaged by my willful and knowing acts 
committed under color of law, color of Right, and color of authority by our common usage of the Uniform 
Commercial Code known as the federal common law through use of our Montana Codes Annotated, the copyrighted 
scheme wickedly designed by our criminal accomplices lawyers, attorneys, solicitors, proctors, advocates and 
shysters combined together in immoral commerce through acts of licentiousness admonished by Emmanuel, and 
exposed in the short Book of Jude in “Holy Scriptures”. 

I, David K. Clark, either knew or should have known 1 do not have any legal nor lawful authority to compel specific 
performance from the Sovereign Marc Basque in his country of Montana under our color of law scheme designed for 
United States citizens and residents of the state of Montana under compact with the United States through the 
statute/merchant U.C.C. via implied consent unilateral agreements foisted upon the unwary and ignorant masses 
which our criminal accomplices have dubbed the “common herd” as presented to us by our mentors the international 
Bankers cartel despised by Emmanuel in “Holy Scriptures” through his use of the words quoted; “You are from 
your father, the Devil; and it is your desire to practise the lusts of your father. He was himself a 
murderer from the first; and stands not by the truth, because there is no truth in him. When he 
speaks falsehood, he speaks in his own way; for he is a liar, and the father of such. Because I 
speak the truth, however, you will not believe Me.” 

I, David K. Clark, freely admit the fact my public oath of office compels me to be subject to Chapter 45 of Magna 
Charta, but unfortunately for the Sovereign Marc Basque and his attempts to curtail my ignorance of law, I, David 
K. Clark, further admit of the fact I have no idea of said Chapter 45, nor of its contents and meaning leaving all who 
examine this special private presentment security agreement “True Bill” to make their own conclusions of whether 
or whether not 1 have willfully, knowingly and purposefully perjured my public oath of office in relation to the 
private character of the free inhabitants People of the Posterity well learned in law and disposed to faithfully uphold 
it. 

I, David K. Clark, either knew or should have known my willful, knowing and intentional acts did violate the spirit 
and intent of our Constitution of Montana at Article V, section 26 in relation to our Courts of Justice in Missoula 
county which the Sovereign Marc Basque has so diligently exposed for all the world who have eyes to see and ears 
to hear, causing proof of my own complicity with the infidels and delinquents which also includes me, David K. 
Clark by my public oath of office to obey said restrictive covenant in “other jurisdiction” country of Montana. 

I, David K. Clark, knowing full well our supreme Law of the Land created by our Mighty One YE1VE1, was founded 
by men of great integrity and character, very similar to the freeman character Marc Basque who has given to me 
public notice and knowledge which should have prevented my complicity with the infidels and delinquents upon my 
own understanding of right from wrong, whether or whether not coupled with my greed, envy, spite, malice, hatred 
and compounded ignorance of the Law. 

I, David K. Clark, either knew or should have known the fact banks cannot emit bills of credit in our country of 
Montana, and by their franking privilege as “aliens” said banks are mere debtors in possession using me, David K. 
Clark as the pawn while they go on pimping for the I.M.F., the private Federal Reserve Bank corporation and their 
consortium of aliens United States citizens aligned with the strangers identified by the Mark in “Holy Scriptures” . 

I, David K. Clark, either knew or should have known my willful and knowing criminal accomplices would have to 
answer in one form or another for our willful and knowing participation in theft of Private property via constructive 
fraud, with or without resort to a tribunal, but nevertheless subject to our own aliens rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial 
Code through our devisees shysters chastised by Emmanuel as in Matthew and Luke in “Holy Scriptures” . 


"TRUE BILL" 
PAGE 3 OF 5 


" PRIVATE SECURITY AGREEMENT " 



I, David K. Clark, know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the prima facie real 
evidence I, David K. Clark, being a puppet for the State Bar of Montana and their kind, having accepted blindly 
their sub-culture, am now in this unilateral agreement up to and including over my head with no where to go but for 
truth which cleanses all, in due time ex vi termini. 

I, David K. Clark, either knew or should have known my criminal accomplices have no comprehension to fulfill the 
mandate of Chapter 45 of Magna Charta which is in reality the Sovereign's expectation of due process under our 
supreme Law of the Land, and by our association and blind acceptance of perversion of our Courts of Justice, I, 
David K. Clark have become liable upon this unilateral agreement for my silence, and for further acceptance of the 
lieyers transgressions upon their public oaths of office duly registered with the appellate branch of our supreme court 
justices' and their appellate court clerk Ed Smith, in the pyre, Helena, in the compact party state of “MT”. 

I, David K. Clark, know and understand Private contracts supersede mere unilateral agreements, and the relief and 
remedy available for the Sovereign Marc Basque is presented in our own customs manual, even though I, David K. 
Clark and my associates have no clue as to how or why it works this way, even though my own acquiescence will 
subdue me in my present path of disrespect, greed, and self-agrandizements which no association Bar attorney nor 
licensed lawyer can explain nor correct our errors other than full confession and restitution for damages already 
caused to the Sovereign Marc Basque in and for Mineral county in our country of Montana in these several States in 
our Nation in America. 

I, David K. Clark, know and understand my lawyer and attorney associates own Uniform Commercial Code cannot 
be 

****************************************************^f^f^f^f^f^?^f^f^f^?^f^?^f^f^f^f^f********^?^f^?^f^?^f^f^f^?^f^?^f^f^f**** 

h^********************************^^ |j 0na f lc [ e p r i va te presentment “True Bill” as a courtesy presentment by 
the Sovereign Marc Basque under his sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent 
State, a willful and knowing breach of contract subjects me, David K. Clark, to Private and public punishments 
while under specific performance through delegation of authority, whether or whether not I, David K. Clark, have 
been misguided, misinformed, and mislead by my willful and knowing criminal accomplices named herein. 

***** ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ************************************* fldG piTlVcttC piTCSGiltIT 16 fit ^'TFUG 

as a courtesy presentment by the Sovereign Marc Basque under his sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a 
free sovereign and independent State, a willful and knowing breach of contract subjects me, David K. Clark, to 
Private and public punishments while under specific performance through delegation of authority, whether or 
whether not I, David K. Clark, have been misguided, misinformed, and mislead by my willful and knowing criminal 
accomplices named herein. 

******************************************************bona fido private presentment ^T'rue as 
a courtesy presentment by the Sovereign Marc Basque under his sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free 
sovereign and independent State, a willful and knowing breach of contract subjects me, David K. Clark, to Private 
and public punishments while under specific performance through delegation of authority, whether or whether not 1, 
David K. Clark, have been misguided, misinformed, and mislead by my willful and knowing criminal accomplices 
named herein. 

I, David K. Clark, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail in our country of Montana, and under 
the alien's “system”, no matter how colorable, the Uniform Commercial Code was adequate to punish even our most 
mentally corrupt and deficient delinquents, insurgents, infidels, tyrants, perjurers and criminal co-conspirators. 

I, David K. Clark, individually, and as willful and knowing accomplice of my fraternal criminal associates above 
named, jointly and severally, know and understand the term constructive fraud with or without scienter, and the term 
conversion, and the term consideration, and the term obligation of contract, therefore; based upon this special, 
express, and explicit knowledge, I, David K. Clark, individually, and as accomplice with my criminal associates 
above named, jointly and severally will become liable to the free inhabitant Marc Basque on sight, on demand, 

"TRUE BILL" 

PAGE 4 OF 5 


" PRIVATE SECURITY AGREEMENT " 



should I, David K. Clark, fail to comprehend the magnitude of my omissions and commissions under simple 
contract Law, especially under our supremacy Common Law, a/k/a as our organic Law in harmony with “Holy 
Scriptures” , the foundation of our Law, and specifically for reasons in contract Law I, David K. Clark, would fail 
to answer this due private presentment security agreement “True Bill” in any manner whatsoever by this tender offer 
for any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract, especially under the provisions of U.C.C./MCA 30-1- 
103 which provides for principle and agent, fraud, coercion, duress, misrepresentation, bankruptcy and estoppel, 
through the Common Law under UCC 1-103.6 as in Anderson's on the UCC . and as explained more fully in the 
Bank Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking Law , and in conjunction with the UCC at § 3-103(1) which 1 
know and understand is quoted: “This Article does not apply to money, documents of title,—”, 

I, David K. Clark, do not fully understand the difference between the terms non-negotiable and negotiable, but after 
this private security agreement “True Bill” extended to me by the courtesy of making an answer within ten (10) days 
to the free inhabitant Marc Basque, I, David K. Clark, admit this is ample time for me to learn this most important 
facet in Law. 

For my willful and knowing participation in this criminal conversion of Private property concerning the free 
inhabitant Marc Basque in Mineral county organized for judicial purposes, I, David K. Clark, now know 1 must 
answer this courtesy private presentment “True Bill” within ten (10) days of this service upon me, or through my 
continued ignorance in Law, coupled with the pressures of my willful and knowing criminal accomplices, I, David 
K. Clark, will become liable for the sum certain amount of damages occurring to the free inhabitant Marc Basque in 
and for Mineral county, country of Montana, U.S. of A., in this Private matter for One Hundred Thirty Million 
(130,000,000.00) Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, especially under our own rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial 
Code, which was adopted by my adviser criminal accomplices themselves, purportedly learned in law. 

I, David K. Clark, admit in this private security agreement “True Bill”, the fact 1 do know and understand the term 
accommodation, and the term surety, the term guarantor, the term Maker, the term Payee, and the term Drawer as 
could be duly presented in a special private collections item, restricted endorsement Documentary Draft, drawn 
without recourse by the Sovereign, freeman character Marc Basque, without prejudice to the Sovereign in his 
Common Law state of the forum under the Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and through a 
privately bonded Notary Public under protest as in Rule 9(d), 44.1 ( determination of foreign law ), 902 (3) (A) (B) 8 
& 9, enforceable under UCC 9-501 "nihil dicit” at the choice of the suitor in common law venue, original and 
exclusive jurisdiction. 

I, David K. Clark, admit conversion is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through Common Law Affidavit 
special proceeding in this Montana state in these several States in this Union of States in America. 

Attestation: by David K. Clark, individually, and, as foreign agent for the compact party state of 

Montana d/b/a the public policy limited liability admitted bankrupt United States. 

Private Seal: _ 

David K. Clark, bona fide, and subject nihil dicit 


Acknowledgment: _ 

Marc Basque, sui juris, Justice of the peace ex officio, in and for Mineral county, 
country of Montana in these several States in our Nation in America, 
expressly not “within” the United States 

teste meipso this_day of March, in the year of our Almighty YHVH, 

Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D. 

notary public Seal:_ 

Rodney O. Skurdal, sui juris, in personam 

I, _ , duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and 

privately bonded notary public in our county, township, and country aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge the 
facts as duly presented before me by the free inhabitant Marc Basque who signed said presentments before me on this 

_ day of February in the year of our Mighty One, YHVH, through our Redeemer Yahshua the Messiah, 

Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Fees:_, Oath:_, Postage:_, 
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Mileage: 


, Affidavit: 


, Misc.: 
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State of the forum Common Law UCC/MCA 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) 

FS-4 Private Security Agreement Non-Negotiable "True Bill" 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig vs. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Scott Cooney, c/o Rainglow Services, Inc., 2249 Rodgers, Missoula, Montana state, individually, and as agent for 
Rainglow Services, Inc., jointly and severally attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "True Bill" U.C.C./FS-4 Private 
security agreement under the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these due presentments 
for acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C./MCA 30-3-504 & 3-505, through principles of U.C.C./MCA 30-1-103 by 
undue influence, principal and agent, fraud, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, duress, estoppel, law of contracts, 
bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum common law under U.C.C./MCA 30- 
1-105 (N.I.L.) herein contained agree with the Sovereign Dale Jacobi as follows: 

On or about the 3rd day of August, 1994, I, Scott Cooney, agent for Rainglow Services, Inc., did willfully, knowingly 
and intentionally accept a bill of exchange from the Sovereign Dale Jacobi as tender offer for a thirty thousand (30,000) 
gallon propane tank which had been sold to Dale Jacobi through Rainglow Services, Incorporated of 2249 Rodgers 
Street, Missoula, MT 59802 as proven by our own invoice number GEN673, dated 2/3/95, through me, leadman Scott 
Cooney, evidenced by check number 1410, paid on the 3rd day of August, 1994 for the sum certain amount of 8,500.00 
marked paid in full, thereby creating the conditions of simple contract. Subsequent to these acts above described, 
Rainglow Services, Inc., for whatever reasons unknown to the Sovereign Dale Jacobi, failed to establish the fact the said 
propane tank of thirty thousand ( 30,000 ) gallons would be sold to other parties upon the expiration of ninety ( 90) days 
before the Sovereign Dale Jacobi could remove said propane tank from its location causing loss of the propane tank as 
well as loss of the Eight Thousand Five Hundred ( 8,500.00 ) dollars of money to the Sovereign Dale Jacobi. 

I, Scott Cooney, either knew or should have known the fact Dale Jacobi had never received any contract from anyone of 
any character whatsoever which stipulated he must remove the above described propane tank from the premises within 
ninety ( 90 ) days or in the alternative forfeit his payment of Eight Thousand Five Hundred (8,500.00) and also the loss 
of his propane tank. 

I, Scott Cooney, further admit of the fact the sale of private property owned by Dale Jacobi by Scott Cooney acting as 
agent for Rainglow Services, Inc., was an unconscionable bargain and could not satisfy the concepts of simple contract 
law causing me, Scott Cooney, to become liable for damages of Eight Thousand Five Hundred (8,500.00) dollars of 
money as well as other damages caused to Dale Jacobi in the country of Montana in his attempts to correct the breach of 
contract committed by me, Scott Cooney, and my willful, knowing, and intentional accomplices Rainglow Services, Inc, 
in Montana state and Tricon Timber, Inc. in Wyoming state. 

I, Scott Cooney, know full well our company Rainglow Services Inc., as well as myself, Scott Cooney, must make 
restitution to the injured private party Dale Jacobi within ten ( 10 ) days of this courtesy special private presentment, or in 
the alternative become liable for damages suffered by Dale Jacobi in excess of One Hundred Fifty Thousand 
(150,000.00) dollars of money immediately upon failure of Rainglow Services, Inc., through agent Scott Cooney to make 
restitution to the injured private party Dale Jacobi in the interests of substantial justice, with or without resort to a 
legislative created tribunal as in our own common usage scheme Uniform Commercial Code under section 1-201 ( 34) 
and ( 36 ), through the Sovereign's choice of territorial application of the act and parties' power to choose applicable law 
under U.C.C. § 1-105 through conflicts of law. 

I, Scott Cooney, freely admit the fact the Sovereign Dale Jacobi was damaged by our willful and knowing acts 
committed under color of law, color of Right, and color of authority by our common usage of the Uniform Commercial 
Code known as the federal common law through use of our Montana Codes Annotated and the equivalent in the compact 
party state of Wyoming, the copyrighted scheme wickedly designed by our criminal accomplices lawyers, attorneys, 
solicitors, proctors, advocates and shysters combined together in immoral commerce through acts of licentiousness 
admonished by Emmanuel, and exposed in the short Book of Jude in “Holy Scriptures”. 

I, Scott Cooney, either knew or should have known I do not have any legal nor lawful authority to compel specific 
performance from the Sovereign Dale Jacobi in his country of Montana under our color of law scheme designed for 
United States citizens and residents of the state of Montana under compact with the United States through the 
statute/merchant U.C.C. via implied consent unilateral agreements foisted upon the unwary and ignorant masses which 
our criminal accomplices have dubbed the “common herd” as presented to us by our mentors the international Bankers 
cartel despised by Emmanuel in “Holy Scriptures” through his use of the words quoted; “You are from your father, 
the Devil; and it is your desire to practice the lusts of your father. He was himself a murderer from the 
first; and stands not by the truth, because there is no truth in him. When he speaks falsehood, he 
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speaks in his own way; for he is a liar, and the father of such. Because I speak the truth, however, 
you will not believe Me.” 

I, Scott Cooney, either knew or should have known our willful, knowing and intentional acts did violate the spirit and 
intent of our Constitution of Montana in relation to the Courts of Justice in Sanders county which the Sovereign Dale 
Jacobi has so diligently exposed for all the world who have eyes to see and ears to hear, causing proof of our own 
complicity with the infidels and delinquents which also includes me, Scott Cooney, by our franchise to obey said 
restrictive covenant in “other jurisdiction” country of Montana. 

I, Scott Cooney, know full well our supreme Law of the Land created by our Mighty One YWVH, was founded by men 
of great integrity and character, very similar to the freeman character Dale Jacobi who has given to me, Scott Cooney, 
public notice and knowledge which should have prevented our complicity with the infidels and delinquents upon our 
own understanding of right from wrong, whether or whether not coupled with our greed, envy, spite, malice, hatred and 
compounded ignorance of the Law. 

I, Scott Cooney, either knew or should have known our willful and knowing criminal accomplices above named would 
have to answer in one fonn or another for our willful and knowing participation in theft of Private property via 
constructive fraud, with or without resort to a tribunal, but nevertheless subject to our own aliens rules a/k/a Unifonn 
Commercial Code through our devisees shysters chastised by Emmanuel as in Matthew and Luke in “Holy Scriptures” . 

I, Scott Cooney, know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the prima facie real evidence I, 
Scott Cooney, being a puppet for the State Bar Associations and their kind, having accepted blindly their sub-culture, am 
now in this unilateral agreement up to and including over my head with no where to go but for truth which cleanses all, 
in due time ex vi tennini. 

I, Scott Cooney, either knew or should have known our criminal accomplices have no comprehension to fulfill the 
mandate of Chapter 45 of Magna Charta which is in reality the Sovereign's expectation of due process under our supreme 
Law of the Land, and by our association and blind acceptance of perversion of our Courts of Justice, I, Scott Cooney, 
and my principal Rainglow Inc., have become liable upon this unilateral agreement for our silence. 

I, Scott Cooney, know and understand Private contracts supersede mere unilateral agreements, and the relief and remedy 
available for the Sovereign Dale Jacobi is presented in our own customs manual, even though I, Scott Cooney, and my 
criminal associates have no clue as to how or why it works this way, even though my own acquiescence will subdue me 
in my present path of disrespect, greed, and self-agrandizements which no association State Bar attorney nor licensed 
lawyer can explain nor correct our errors other than full confession and restitution for damages already caused to the 
Sovereign Dale Jacobi in and for Sanders county in the country of Montana in these several States in our Nation in 
America. 

I, Scott Cooney, know and understand our lawyer and attorney associates own Uniform Commercial Code cannot be 
defended by their club a/k/a State Bar Associations when Lawfully applied against us by the learned and wise men, a/k/a 
freemen characters in and for Sanders county/comitatus, the peculiar treasure of necessity, who have implemented by free 
choice their common law venue original and exclusive jurisdiction, leaving our immoral commercial concepts wailing 
and knashing in our own confusion which is duly exposed in the short Book of Jude in “Holy Scriptures” . 

I, Scott Cooney, know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide private presentment “True Bill” as a courtesy 
presentment by the Sovereign Dale Jacobi under his sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and 
independent State, a willful and knowing breach of contract subjects me, Scott Cooney, to Private and public 
punishments while under specific performance through delegation of authority, whether or whether not I, Scott Cooney, 
have been misguided, misinformed, and mislead by my willful and knowing criminal accomplices named herein. 

I, Scott Cooney, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail in our country of Montana as well as the 
country of Wyoming, and under the alien's “system”, no matter how colorable, the Unifonn Commercial Code was 
adequate to punish even our most mentally corrupt and deficient delinquents, insurgents, infidels, tyrants, perjurers and 
criminal co-conspirators. 

I, Scott Cooney, individually, and as willful and knowing accomplice of my fraternal criminal associates above named, 
jointly and severally, know and understand the term constructive fraud with or without scienter, and the term conversion, 
and the tenn consideration, and the term obligation of contract, therefore; based upon this special, express, and explicit 
knowledge, I, Scott Cooney, individually, and as accomplice with my criminal associates above named, jointly and 
severally will become liable to the free inhabitant Dale Jacobi on sight, on demand, should I, Scott Cooney, fail to 
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comprehend the magnitude of my omissions and commissions under simple contract Law, especially under our 
supremacy Common Law, a/k/a as our organic Law in harmony with “Holy Scriptures” , the foundation of our Law, and 
specifically for reasons in contract Law I, Scott Cooney, would fail to answer this due private presentment security 
agreement “True Bill” in any manner whatsoever by this tender offer for any consideration sufficient to support a simple 
contract, especially under the provisions of U.C.C./MCA 30-1-103 which provides for principle and agent, fraud, 
coercion, duress, misrepresentation, bankruptcy and estoppel, through the Common Law under UCC 1-103.6 as in 
Anderson's oil the LCC , and as explained more fully in the Bank Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking Law , 
and in conjunction with the UCC at § 3-103(1) which I know and understand is quoted: “This Article does not 

apply to money, documents of title,-—”. 

I, Scott Cooney, do not fully understand the difference between the tenns non-negotiable and negotiable, but after this 
special private security agreement “True Bill” extended to me by the courtesy of making an answer within ten (10) days 
to the free inhabitant Dale Jacobi in our country of Montana, I, Scott Cooney, admit this is ample time for me to learn 
this most important facet in Law, whether or whether not personal judgment is acquired by silence. 

For my willful and knowing participation in this criminal conversion of Private property concerning the free inhabitant 
Dale Jacobi in Sanders county organized for judicial purposes in the country of Montana, I, Scott Cooney, now know I 
must answer this courtesy private presentment “True Bill” within ten (10) days of this service upon me, or through my 
continued ignorance in Law, coupled with the pressures of my willful and knowing criminal accomplices, I, Scott 
Cooney, will become liable for the sum certain amount of damages occurring to the free inhabitant Dale Jacobi in and for 
Sanders county, country of Montana, United States of America, in this Private matter for One Hundred Fifty Thousand 
(150,000.00) Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, especially under our own rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code, 
which was adopted by my adviser criminal accomplices themselves, purportedly learned in law. 

I, Scott Cooney, admit in this private security agreement “True Bill”, the fact I do know and understand the tenn 
accommodation, and the term surety, the term guarantor, the term Maker, the tenn Payee, and the term Drawer as could 
be duly presented in a special private collections item, restricted endorsement Documentary Draft, drawn without 
recourse by the Sovereign, freeman character Dale Jacobi, without prejudice to the Sovereign in his Common Law state 
of the forum under the Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and through a privately bonded Notary Public 
under protest as in Rule 9(d), 44.1 ( detennination of foreign law), 902 (3) (A) (B) 8 & 9, enforceable under UCC 9-501 
“nihil dicit” at the choice of the suitor in common law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction. 

I, Scott Cooney, admit conversion is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through Common Law Affidavit special 
proceeding in this Montana state in these several States in this Union of States in America. 

Attestation: by Scott Cooney, individually, and, as foreign agent for the compact party state of Montana, 
d/b/a the public policy limited liability admitted bankrupt United States, jointly and severally. 

Private Seal:_ 

Scott Cooney, bona fide, and subject “nihil dicit” 

Acknowledgment: _ 

Dale Jacobi, sui juris, in and for Sanders county, 

country of Montana in these several States in our Nation in America, 

expressly not “within” the United States 

teste meipso this_day of March, in the year of our Almighty YWVH, 

Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D. 

notary public Seal:_ 

Rodney O. Skurdal, sui juris, in personam 

I,_, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately 

bonded notary public in our country aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge the facts as duly presented before me by 

the free inhabitant Dale Jacobi who signed said presentments before me on this_day of March in the year of our 

Mighty One, YWVH, through our Redeemer Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Fees:_, Oath:_, Postage:_, 

Mileage:_, Affidavit:_, Misc.:_. 
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State of the Forum Common Law UCC/MCA 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C./FS-4 Private Security Agreement non-negotiable “True Bill” 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig v. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, individually, and as Supervisory Paralegal Specialist for the office of Comptroller of the 
Currency “within” the United States, jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable “True Bill” FS- 
4 Private security agreement under the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these due 
presentments for acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C./MCA §§ 30-3-504 & 505, through principles of 
U.C.C./MCA 30-1-103 by undue influence, principal and agent, fraud, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, duress, 
law of contracts, estoppel, bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum 
common law under U.C.C./MCA § 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) herein contained agree with the Sovereign LeRoy M. 
Schweitzer as follows: 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, freely admit that on or about the 12th day of November, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D., 
while I was employed as Supervisory Paralegal Specialist for the office of the Comptroller of the Currency in the 
District of Columbia I received a telephone call from the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer from the foreign country 
of Montana which said call commanded me to instruct Eugene A. Ludwig to commence an audit upon Norwest 
Bank, Anaconda-Butte, N.A., at 101 North Main Street in Butte, Montana state, united States of America in the 
interests of substantial justice to prevent slander of credit against the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his country 
of Montana. 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, further admit that pursuant to the above stated phone call my intent was to cover-up our willful, 
knowing, and intentional acts of protecting the private corporation known as Federal Reserve Bank through acts of 
complicity with the private corporation agency known as the Federal Bureau of Investigation without any authority in 
Law for our criminal acts and directly opposed to the instructions and commands as given to me by the Sovereign 
LeRoy M. Schweitzer from his country of Montana, a separate venue and jurisdiction from our public policy 
political will admitted bankrupt corporation within the United States and limited to our territorial realm, the ten 
square miles of the District of Columbia. 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, freely admit in this special private presentment security agreement “True Bill” our own admitted 
federal common law is known as the Uniform Commercial Code drafted by our own members of our fraternal 
brotherhood of lawyers, attorneys, proctors, esquires, advocates, solicitors and shysters through our State Bar 
Associations, our American Bar Association acting in concert with the International Bar Associations, titles of 
nobility expressly forbidden under the Constitution of Montana and our national Constitution which compels specific 
performance from me under my public oath of office to our appellate supreme court in its voluntary jurisdiction. 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, know and understand our National Association banks must answer to our office of Comptroller of 
the Currency as surety for said banks when it becomes obvious we have no gold nor silver in our vaults and do not 
deal in money but merely deal in bills of exchange in the form of notes, checks, certificates of deposit and drafts, all 
collectible for the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his foreign country of Montana through use of notary public as 
in our own Rule 902 (3) (A) (B) 8 & 9, especially when judicial notice is made mandatory by the Sovereign LeRoy 
M. Schweitzer through use of our own Rule 44.1. 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, freely admit the Sovereign, LeRoy M. Schweitzer, did make due presentment to our United States 
corporation via recorded telephone call to protect his private interests in his perfected securities accounts receivable 
at a Bank as duly presented in our own Bank Officers Handbook on Commercial Banking Law which expressly 
provides for punishments against our Banks under U.C.C. § 3-419 for acts of criminal conversion by the rule of law 
under simple contract the Banks are the debtors in possession and must perform to simple contract law by midnight 
of the banking day or become liable for the full face amount of the instrument upon notice of protest in the Courts of 
Justice, with or without resort to a legislative created tribunal and proven for me under section 21-40 quoted in 
pertinent part only for this special private presentment security agreement “True Bill” to wit: “When items for 
collection are sent directly to the drawee-bank, the bank is under a dual capacity — to act as agent for the owner to 
collect from itself and, also, to pay the instrument.” “In the collection provision under the Commercial Code, the 
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bank has until midnight of the day it receives the item to settle for it 54 and until midnight of the next business day to 
pay, to return it, or to send notice of dishonor. 55 ” “If the bank fails to act within this time, it is ‘accountable for the 
amount of the item. 60 ’ “If the instrument is properly presented for acceptance, failure to act within the time allowed 
for acceptance will make the bank accountable. 61 ” “Under the Commercial Code, refusal to pay or to return an 
instrument amounts to a conversion on the part of the bank and it is liable for the amount of the instrument. 62 ” “In 
practice, the bank's duties are about the same under the Commercial Code as they were under previous Negotiable 
Instruments Law.” 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, know and understand our duties as provided by acts of congress fully acknowledge our national 
Constitution at Article IV, clause 1 through the full faith and credit of any Court of Justice within our Land, meaning 
our republic States, the foreign country of Montana being one on an equal footing with the original thirteen ( 13 ) 
colonies and fortified through our own admittance in our color of law statute/merchant codes known as Montana 
Code Annotated keeping our corporation of limited liability on course through our surety the office of the 
Comptroller of the Currency who must accept a bona fide tender offer on sight from the Sovereign LeRoy M. 
Schweitzer through involuntary bankruptcy of our own admitted infidels caught up in our own non-compliance with 
simple contract law which supersedes our own color of law Uniform Commercial Code when properly invoked by 
the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer through section 1-105 under conflicts of law, Private International Law, and the 
Negotiable Instruments Law, coupled with legal consequences against our public policy political will corporation at 
U.C.C. § 1-103.6 which must be in harmony with the common law and complimentary thereto for the Sovereign 
LeRoy M. Schweitzer “without recourse” in his foreign country of Montana in these united States of America. 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, freely admit our office of the Comptroller of the Currency must contract to pay over to the 
Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer in like consideration the full face amount of the instrument upon our willful, 
knowing, and purposeful dishonor for bona fide tender offer of accounts receivable at a Bank or in the alternative the 
Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer could implement the provisions of our own Title 28 at section 1743 against any 
office of the Postmaster for demand payment upon the bills of exchange, with recourse at Title 28 section 2710 
through writ of attachment against our agency Post Offices to satisfy the concepts of simple contract law as duly 
contained in U.C.C. § 1.103 looking to pre-Code law for rights and remedy for the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer 
as explained in our U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 34 ) and ( 36 ). 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, either knew or should have known our United States is doing business under the federal common 
law which is in fact the Uniform Commercial Code which operates upon a presumption all the People are statutory 
defined “persons” either inhabiting “within” the United States or effectively connected with the conduct of a trade or 
business within the United States, and the Sovereign, LeRoy M. Schweitzer is not such a “person” by our prima facie 
records which prove said Sovereign has duly expatriated from “within” our admitted bankrupt United States and is 
freely inhabiting in his foreign country of Montana, his native birthright origin as an American national free 
inhabitant not subject to our United States citizens color of law contracts and unilateral agreements foisted upon the 
unwary through compelled benefits statutory schemes of licentiousness forbidden in the Book of Jude in “Holy 
Scriptures”. 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, know and understand our own U.C.C. recognizes the effect of foreign judgments as a set-off, and 
upon my willful failure to make timely answer within the courtesy presentment ten ( 10 ) days of receipt of this 
special collections “True Bill”, I, Joyce B. Dixon, will become liable for the sum certain amount of One Hundred 
(100,000,000.00) Million Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, gold minted Coin, or silver minted Coin from our 
Treasury of these united States of America under our national government in relation to the several States, the 
foreign country of Montana being one of these separate jurisdictions from our political will public policy admitted 
bankrupt corporation United States. 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, freely admit our feigned enforcement powers “within” the United States in the past have been in 
direct violation of Article of amendment the Eleventh which prohibits our United States citizens from invoking the 
judicial power of the United States in any legislative created tribunal a/k/a United States District Court for the 
District of Montana unless and until the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer would have willfully, knowingly, and 
voluntarily waived his Common Law venue in his foreign State, meaning expressly his country of Montana in 
common law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction under saving to suitors clause of our national Constitution in 
harmony with the Constitution of Montana. 
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I, Joyce B. Dixon, admit of our constructive fraud in relation to my letter to the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer, 
wherein is stated to the effect I authorized agents of the Federal Bureau of Investigation to steal private special 
collections items from the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer without any lawful reasons, nor under any statutory 
designed scheme other than our criminal consortium doing business as usual until we get caught acting under color 
of law, color of right, and color of authority in direct relation to the character of the partys'. 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, either knew or should have known my willful and knowing accomplice Tommie R. Canady and I, 
Joyce B. Dixon, would have to answer in one form or another for our willful and knowing participation in theft of 
Private property rightfully owned by the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his country of Montana “other 
jurisdiction”, with or without resort to a tribunal, but nevertheless subject to our own devious rules a/k/a Uniform 
Commercial Code through our devisees shysters commonly known as the State Bar of Montana. 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the prima facie real 
evidence I, Joyce B. Dixon, being a foreign agent taking pay for presumed specific performance from the 
International Monetary Fund, must obey simple contract law, or become liable upon said contract. Even my attorney 
advisers knew and understood this elementary principal, but in our programmed mental condition, We, my co¬ 
conspirators and accomplices named in this Private security agreement and I, Joyce B. Dixon, did willfully and 
knowingly take the responsibility for our own actions or inactions, with appropriate punishments becoming evident 
from time to time as truth prevails in the foreign country of Montana for the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer. 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide presentment, a breach of contract subjects me, 
Joyce B. Dixon, to Private and public punishments while under specific performance of public oath of office through 
delegation of authority, whether or whether not 1, Joyce B. Dixon, have been misguided, misinformed, and mislead 
by my willful and knowing accomplices named herein. 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail, and under our system, no matter how 
colorable, the Uniform Commercial Code was adequate to punish even our most mentally corrupt and deficient 
delinquents “within” our United States. 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, individually, and as non-registered foreign agent “within” the United States, jointly and severally, 
know and understand the term constructive fraud with or without scienter, and the term conversion, and the term 
consideration, and the term obligation of contract, therefore, based upon this special, express, and explicit 
knowledge, I, Joyce B. Dixon, individually, and jointly and severally will become liable to the free inhabitant LeRoy 
M. Schweitzer in his country of Montana on sight, on demand, should 1, Joyce B. Dixon, fail to comprehend the 
magnitude of my omissions and commissions under simple contract Law, especially under the supremacy Common 
Law, a/k/a as our organic Law in harmony with “Holy Scriptures”, the foundation of our Law, and especially for 
reasons in contract Law I, Joyce B. Dixon, would fail to answer this due private presentment security agreement 
“True Bill” in any manner whatsoever by this tender offer for any consideration sufficient to support a simple 
contract under the provisions of U.C.C./MCA 30-1-103 which provide for bankruptcy and estoppel caused by fraud, 
coercion, undue influence, misrepresentation, principal and agent through the Common Law under UCC 1-103.6 as 
in Anderson's oil the Uniform Commercial Code , and as explained more fully in the Bank Officer's Handbook 
of Commercial Banking Law , and in conjunction with the U.C.C. at § 3-103(1) which 1 know and understand is 
quoted: “This Article does not apply to money, documents of title,-— 

For my willful and knowing participation in my aiding and abetting Norwest Bank Anaconda-Butte, the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation and Tommie R. Canady in criminal conversion of Private property concerning the Sovereign 
LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his country of Montana, I, Joyce B. Dixon, now know 1 must answer this courtesy 
presentment within ten (10) days of this service upon me, or through my continued ignorance in Law, coupled with 
the pressures of my willful and knowing criminal accomplices, I, Joyce B. Dixon, will become liable for the sum 
certain amount of damages occurring to the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer in this Private matter for One Hundred 
Million ( 100,000,000.00 ) Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, especially under our own rules a/k/a Uniform 
Commercial Code which was adopted by my adviser accomplices themselves, purportedly learned in law. 


"True Bill” 


"Private Security Agreement" 


Page 3 of 4 



I, Joyce B. Dixon, admit in this Private security agreement “True Bill”, the fact 1 do know and understand the term 
accommodation, and the term surety, and the term guarantor, and the term Maker, and the term Payee, and the term 
Drawer as could be duly presented in a special Private collections item, restricted endorsement Documentary Draft ( 
distress warrant) or certified money order, drawn “without recourse” by the Sovereign, free inhabitant LeRoy M. 
Schweitzer, without prejudice to the Sovereign in his Common Law venue state of the forum under the Uniform 
Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and through a Privately bonded Notary Public under protest as in Rule 
9(d), 44.1, 902(3)(A)(B) 8 & 9, enforceable under UCC 9-501 “nihil dicit”, when duly presented for audit at the 
office of the united States of America Postmaster in Brusett, Montana state through the full faith and credit clause of 
our national constitution in our Nation in America. 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, admit conversion is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through Common Law Affidavit in this 
Montana state in these several States in this union of States in America. 

Done and dated this_day of March, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Attestation: by Joyce B. Dixon, individually, and as agent for the office of Comptroller of the Currency, jointly 
and severally for the United States 

PRIVATE SEAL: _ 

Joyce B. Dixon, bona fide, and subject “nihil dicit” 

Acknowledgment: by the free inhabitant LeRoy M. Schweitzer in Law, in our country of Montana 

teste meipso this_day of March, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, through our Redeemer 

Yahshua, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

PER CURIAM: 


LeRoy M. Schweitzer, in personam, in re, in Garfield county, in our country of Montana, 

united States of America,expressly not “within” the United States 

c/o P.O. Box 16, Brusett, Montana state, non-domestic mailing location 

NOTARY PUBLIC SEAL: 


Rodney O. Skurdal, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately bonded. 
I, Rodney O. Skurdal, notary public in our County and State aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge the above described 
document as true, correct and certain, duly signed before me by the freeman character known as LeRoy M. Schweitzer, on this 
_day of March, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 


Fees:_ 

Oath:_ 

Postage: _ 
Mileage: 
Affidavit: 
Misc:_ 
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State of the forum Common Law UCC § 1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C.-4 Private Security Agreement Non-Negotiable "True Bill" 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig Vs. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, individually, and as purported executive officer for the United States District Court, District of 
South Dakota, Central Division, jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "True Bill" U.C.C.-4 
Private security agreement under the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these special Pre¬ 
sentments for acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C. §§ 3-504, 501 & 505, through principles of U.C.C. § 1-103 by 
undue influence, principal and agent, fraud, duress, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, estoppel, law of contracts, 
bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum common law under U.C.C. § 1-105 
(N.I.L. ) herein contained agree with the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his country of South Dakota as follows: 

On or about the 26th day of April, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D., in Dewey county, Isabel, South 
Dakota state, United States of America, I, Charles O. Dresbach, purported executive officer employed by the executive 
branch of the United States government, while accepting payment for my purported services to the People did willfully, 
knowingly, and purposefully cause to be issued and served a purported summons in a criminal case no. CR95-30029 
concerning private matters of Right of possession of private property owned by the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his 
“other jurisdiction" country of South Dakota expressly not “within" our admitted bankrupt United States and its 
jurisdictions over its subjects/citizens created by acts of congress rather than by an act of Almighty God in Common 
Law venue, said peculiar venue being reserved to the People inviolate at their Sovereign will through their sole and 
exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State not effectively connected with the compact 
party state of South Dakota d/b/a the United States under common usage federal common law a/k/a Uniform 
Commercial Code. 

By the tenor of our summons in a criminal case, I, Charles O. Dresbach, have presented prima facie my conflict of 
interest, especially for the very fact I, Charles O. Dresbach, freely admit for this special private presentment security 
agreement “True Bill” my real evidence of federal form 61 which proves the double character of the purported hearing 
executive officer Mark A. Moreno as willful accomplice in relation to the special character of the private parties' who 
may come voluntarily before our nisi prius legislative created tribunal hearing matters of contract before matters of law 
have been established in a judicial forum for the People who have discovered our constructive fraud and are no longer 
becoming liable to our color of law, color of right, and color of authority over mere statutory defined “persons”, our 
aliens of artificial entity through political will which cannot be compelled against the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in 
his peculiar jurisdiction through his non-waiver of his Common Law venue in his original and exclusive one supreme 
Court in Dewey county court in his country of South Dakota exempt from our territorial realm, meaning our ten square 
miles of the District of Columbia, its possessions, and its subjects through contract law. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, full well know and admit 1 have no original jurisdiction over the proper person of Arnold G. 
Wiedmer in his country of South Dakota “other jurisdiction", nor does our nisi prius tribunal acting under United States 
jurisdiction have any in personam, in rem, nor subject matter jurisdiction over the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer 
through his special, express and explicit reservation of protections under his Article of amendment the Eleventh of our 
national Constitution prohibiting our United States citizens/subjects from invoking judicial power of the United States 
against a State wherein Arnold G. Wiedmer in his exclusive jurisdiction under Common Law venue has effectively 
blocked our nisi prius tribunal from compelled performance over the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his “other 
jurisdiction" evidenced by my public oath of office and my fidelity bond for specific performance in relation to writ of 
covenant synonymous with writ of praecipe whereby no freeman shall lose his Court. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, further admit in direct relation to the above sentence and based upon the preponderance of the 
real evidence supplied to me by courtesy presentment from the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his “other jurisdiction" 
one supreme Court in and for Dewey county, the Justices' in our Tenth Circuit Court have already overcome my 
presumption of jurisdiction causing a criminal element against me, Charles O. Dresbach in this special private 
presentment should I, Charles O. Dresbach attempt to further subvert our supreme Law of the Land which is obligatory 
upon me under Article VI, clause 1 and 2 of our national Constitution, titles of nobility notwithstanding in our nisi prius 
tribunals limited to facts in connection with contracts containing consent, consideration and at least two parties' who 
have put up something of value for said consideration, looking to pre-Code law for remedy for the Sovereign Arnold G. 
Wiedmer under U.C.C. § 1-103.6 in harmony with U.C.C. § 1-105 through conflicts of law via Private International Law 
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under the former Negotiable Instruments Law by parties' power to choose applicable law under territorial application of 
the act, said territorial application of the act now being in Dewey county court, the one supreme Court of original and 
exclusive jurisdiction for the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer as presented by our very own Title 28, U.S.C., Supreme 
Court Rules, “other jurisdiction” Rule 17.1 and more fully acknowledged by the Justices' of our Tenth Circuit Court 
order and judgment res judicata, by attachment as an integral part of this special private presentment security agreement 
“True Bill”. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, full well contemplating the above stated presentment and its intent, know and understand any 
further trespass upon Private Right owned by the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his exclusive jurisdiction in Common 
Law venue in his country of South Dakota “other jurisdiction” will become criminal intent to commit trespass upon the 
Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in direct violation of my public oath of office to the People in South Dakota state causing 
warrant of arrest upon me for perjury upon my public oath of office, said willful act of perjury being synonymous with 
acts of tyranny with commensurate punishment for the guilty party, or parties as the cause of action occurs in Dewey 
county court invoked by the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer of necessity pursuant to my prior court record proven by 
common usage. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, either knew or should have known titles of nobility are forbidden in the Sovereign's country of 
South Dakota, “other jurisdiction” from our purported compact party state of South Dakota public policy political will 
limited liability insurance corporation acting as agency for the admitted bankrupt United States and its foreign principals 
and powers, said acts being repugnant to the Sovereign's Constitution of South Dakota and repugnant to our national 
Constitution, thereby furthering my prima facie conflict of interest as admitted by me through prima facie intent via my 
criminal accomplices federal form 61 on public record with the office of the clerk in our nisi prius tribunal United States 
District Court, District of South Dakota, Central Division, Pierre, SD, a regional area for the common herd United States 
citizens/subjects residents of the compact party state of South Dakota d/b/a democracy repugnant to Article IV, section 4 
of our national Constitution and applicable for the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in this special private presentment 
security agreement “True Bill” without recourse for the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer under our own U.C.C. § 1- 
207.7. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, know and understand the People have a sole and exclusive right of self-governing as a free 
sovereign and independent State in their country of South Dakota under our parallel forms of government, even though 
my title of nobility character and corporation status command me to accept my Baal from my mentors, our Title of 
Nobility State Bar of South Dakota black-robed fraternal brotherhood, similar to the style of “person” so hated and 
despised by Emmanuel in Luke in Holy Scriptures for twenty one (21) verses in a row. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, either knew or should have known our so-called summons in a criminal case CR95-30029 
against Arnold G. Wiedmer was construed to be my submission to obey the international banking cartel, the I.M.F., the 
Department of the Treasury, and others of our immoral ilk owing allegiance to a foreign power which is contrary to the 
title of nobility prohibition original thirteenth amendment to our national Constitution quoted as follows: 

“Article XIII 

“If any citizen of the United States shall Accept, claim, receive or retain any title of nobility or honour, 
or shall, without the consent of Congress, accept and retain any present, pension, office or 
emolument of any kind whatever, from any emperor, king, prince or foreign power, such person shall 
cease to be a citizen of the United States, and shall be incapable of holding any office of trust or 
profit under them, or either of, them.” 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, either knew or should have known perfected securities when tendered to the debtor in 
possession become an asset at a Bank, and are immediately collectable through special private collections at the 
midnight hour at said Bank, especially upon formal protest from the country of South Dakota through office of notary 
public and due presentment at any Post Office, the G. A.O. in each of the several States in our union in America, full well 
protected for the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer through compliance by me, Charles O. Dresbach of Article IV, section 
1 of our national Constitution through my fidelity bond pursuant to my bona fide public oath of office duly recorded in 
and for Dewey county court in compliance with the Foreign Agents Registration Act of 1938, synonymous with our own 
U.S.C. Title 18 section 2385 carrying a ten ( 10 ) thousand Dollar penalty and felony jail term for its willful breach of 
spirit and intent proven prima facie against me by public court record. 
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I, Charles O. Dresbach, know and understand Texas vs. White, 7 Wall. 700-743, ( 1869 ) proves the Sovereign Arnold 
G. Wiedmer is the State in fact in united States of America jurisdiction admitted by our parallel forms of government via 
U.S.C. Title 28, section 1746 ( 1 ) vs. 1746 ( 2 ) and further acknowledged in Title 28, U.S.C. Rules of evidence 1101 
footnotes under subdivision (a) quoted: "These various provisions do not in terms describe the same courts. In 
congressional usage the phrase “district courts of the United States, ” without further qualification, traditionally has 
included the district courts established by Congress in the states under Article III of the Constitution, which are 
“constitutional” courts, and has not included the territorial courts created under Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2, 
which are “legislative” courts." 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, further admit of the fact the Bank Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking Law at § 
21-40, presents concepts of criminal conversion under duties and obligations of the Bank, even though I did not 
altogether understand the fact the Bank is the debtor in possession as collections agent for our own admitted national 
bankruptcy as presented in our own Title 22, U.S.C., and further explained in Anderson's on the Uniform Commercial 
Code § 3-419 concerning criminal conversion, either by non-acceptance or by non-payment for any consideration 
sufficient to support a simple contract under U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 44 ) ( d ). 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, either knew or should have known conflicts of law are found at U.C.C. § 1-105 through 
territorial application of the act and by parties' power to choose applicable law in their country of South Dakota, a 
separate peculiar and distinct jurisdiction and Common Law venue from our public policy political will cestui que trust 
administering for the Department of Commerce which our criminal mentors willful accomplices have dubbed the 
Supreme Court, meaning our black-robed fraternal brethren in Pierre, South Dakota, known to us by the use of the 
symbol "SD”. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, freely admit of the fact I will never openly read this special private security agreement “True 
Bill” in Dewey county court meetings for fear the People will rebel and fire me on the spot with further deportation 
process against me for my admitted conflict of interest and commensurate ignorance of the law, public oath of office to 
our Department of Commerce notwithstanding in Law. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, know and understand my opinion has the same value as our so-called summons in a criminal 
case which I did cause to be presented to the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in "other jurisdiction” even though my inner 
conspiratorial conflicts of interest became manifest to the People in Dewey county court who have due authority and 
judicial power under our Constitution of South Dakota to abolish my job, and my opinions at their will under their own 
guarantees of Article III, section 23 of their Constitution of South Dakota which expressly denies our titles of nobility 
from entering into the Sovereign's realm unless leave is granted by the Court. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, being subject to my own willful, knowing, and ignorant acts conceived upon my programmed 
sub-culture in our social experiment stations of public learning know and understand the concepts of the long-standing 
phrase quoted; “If the shoe fits, wear it”, and, “The Truth hurts.” 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, have openly exposed myself to the People in Dewey county court through my use of the pen, 
or misuse as the cause of action may be in direct relation to the character of the private third parties', and subject to any 
consideration sufficient to support a simple contract by supplementary provisions of law under our own admitted U.C.C. 
§ 1- 103 through pre-Code remedy, said remedy through U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 34 ) and ( 36 ) with or without resort to a 
legislative created tribunal and its executive branch employees under conflict of interest holding offices of profit and 
gain under our own admitted bankrupt United States who cannot state a claim upon which relief could be granted by the 
Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his “other jurisdiction”. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, either knew or should have known the Common Law is the rule of decision for the Sovereign 
Arnold G. Wiedmer in his “other jurisdiction” superseding mere statutory construction and by the will of the People who 
rule over me and our incestuous State Bar of South Dakota title of nobility franchise barred by the People in their Courts 
of Justice in their Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction in Dewey county court. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, further admit our ignorance of the law is no excuse and by this courtesy due presentment by 
the Sovereign, Arnold G. Wiedmer, I, Charles O. Dresbach, have ten ( 10 ) days in which to make a substantial answer 
to this special Private security agreement “True Bill”, or in the alternative, coupled with my ignorance quotient and 
based upon our prior willful, knowing and ignorant acts, I, Charles O. Dresbach, will become individually, and jointly 
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and severally liable to the Sovereign, Arnold G. Wiedmer, in his “other jurisdiction’’ for in excess of One Hundred 
Million ( 100,000,000.00 ) Dollars of Lawful Money of Account under our supreme Law of the Land at Article VI, cl. 1 
& 2 national Constitution which I, Charles O. Dresbach, have no real competent authority to make any determination at 
this point in time, opinions of our willful and knowing criminal co-conspirators State Bar of South Dakota 
notwithstanding. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, know and understand the People have regained their Sovereignty over their subjects, and their 
remedy in this special Private security agreement “True Bill” is incomprehensible to me, Charles O. Dresbach in my 
particular mental state of conflict of interest, but nevertheless quite adequate for the principal over the agent, especially 
by our subordinate position linked with our simple contract obligations to the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his 
“other jurisdiction” country of South Dakota who possesses certain knowledge extremely lacking by me, Charles O. 
Dresbach, in this corporation state. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the prima facie real 
evidence I, Charles O. Dresbach, being an executive appointed agent taking pay for presumed specific performance, 
must obey simple contract law, or become liable upon said simple contract. Even our attorney advisers knew and 
understood this elementary principal, but in our programmed mental condition. We, our criminal co-conspirators and 
willful accomplices named in this Private security agreement “True Bill” and I, Charles O. Dresbach, did willfully and 
knowingly take the responsibility for our own actions or inactions, with appropriate punishments becoming evident from 
time to time as truth prevails in Dewey county court in our country of South Dakota. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, know and understand Private contracts supersede our Constitutional authority, but at the same 
time our Constitutional authority limits me, Charles O. Dresbach, from blindly accepting the misrepresentations and 
undue influence of our willful and knowing criminal accomplices, without having applied due diligence on our own part, 
to correct our misguided and maligned application of duties to the Sovereign, Arnold G. Wiedmer, but in this particular 
instance I, Charles O. Dresbach, chose to submit myself to the commercial harlot Babylon, with commensurate 
liabilities attaching directly to me, Charles O. Dresbach in my mental state. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide private Presentment “True Bill”, a breach 
of contract subjects me, Charles O. Dresbach, to Private and public punishments while under specific performance of 
public oath of office through delegation of authority, whether or whether not I, Charles O. Dresbach, have been 
misguided, misinformed, and mislead by our willful and knowing criminal accomplices named herein in our political 
will public policy limited liability corporation d/b/a the Department of Commerce through compact with the United 
States. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail, and under our system, no matter 
how colorable, the Uniform Commercial Code was adequate to punish even our most mentally corrupt and deficient 
delinquents, which includes me, Charles O. Dresbach, but not exclusively in this state. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, individually, know and understand the term constructive fraud with or without scienter, and the 
term consideration, and the term obligation of contract, therefore, based upon this special, express, and explicit 
knowledge, I, Charles O. Dresbach, individually, and jointly and severally will become liable to the freeman character 
Arnold G. Wiedmer on sight, on demand, should I, Charles O. Dresbach, fail to comprehend the magnitude of our 
omissions and commissions under simple contract Law, especially under our supremacy Common Law, a/k/a as our 
organic Law in harmony with Holy Scriptures , the foundation of our Law, and especially for reasons in contract Law I, 
Charles O. Dresbach, would fail to answer this due private Presentment in any manner whatsoever by this tender offer 
for any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract especially under the provisions of U.C.C. § 1-103 which 
provide for bankruptcy and estoppel, through the Common Law under UCC § 1-103.6 as in Anderson's on the UCC , 
and as explained more frilly in the Bank Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking Law , and in conjunction with 
the UCC at § 3-103(1) which I know and understand is quoted: “This Article does not apply to money, 
documents of title,-—”. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, do not fully understand the difference between the terms non-negotiable and negotiable, but 
after this Private security agreement “True Bill” extended to me by the courtesy of the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer 
of making an answer within ten (10) days to the freeman character, I, Charles O. Dresbach, admit this is ample time for 
us to learn this most important facet in Law in this state, and in their ( Sovereign's ) State. 
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For our willful and knowing participation in this conversion of Private property concerning Arnold G. Wiedmer, I, 
Charles O. Dresbach, now know I must answer this courtesy private presentment “True Bill” within ten (10) days of 
this service upon Charles O. Dresbach, or through my continued ignorance in Law, coupled with the pressures of our 
willful and knowing criminal accomplices, I, Charles O. Dresbach, will become liable for the sum certain amount of 
damages occurring to Arnold G. Wiedmer in this Private matter for One Hundred Million (100,000,000.00) Dollars of 
Lawful Money of Account, especially under our own rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code, which was adopted by our 
adviser criminal accomplices themselves, purportedly learned in law. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, admit in this special Private security agreement “True Bill”, the fact 1 do know and understand 
the term accommodation, and the term surety, and the term guarantor, and the term Maker, and the term Payee, and the 
term Drawer as could be duly presented in a special Private collections item, restricted endorsement Documentary Draft, 
certified money order, or certified Banker's check, drawn without recourse by the Sovereign, freemen character Arnold 
G. Wiedmer, without prejudice to the freeman characters' in their Common Law venue state of the forum under the 
Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and through a Privately bonded Notary Public under protest as in 
Rule 9(d), 44.1, 902(3)(A)(B) 8 & 9, enforceable under UCC § 9-501 nihil dicit, and duly recorded publicly under 
U.C.C. § 9-403(1) by choice of option for the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his country of South Dakota. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, admit perjury is synonymous with tyranny and is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through 
Common Law Affidavit in this South Dakota state in these several States in this union of States in America, expressly 
not “within” the United States under the tenor of this special Private presentment security agreement “True Bill” in 
Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction reserved to the People. 


Attestation: 

Public SEAL: 


by Charles O. Dresbach, individually, and as executive officer for the United States, jointly 

AND SEVERALLY IN OUR COUNTRY OF SOUTH DAKOTA, IN OUR NATION IN AMERICA 


Charles O. Dresbach, bona fide, and subject nihil dicit 

JUDICI SATIS POENA EST, QUOD DEUM HABET ULTOREM 


Acknowledgment I BY THE FREEMAN CHARACTER ARNOLD G. WlEDMER IN LAW 

TESTE MEIPSO THIS_DAY OF MAY, IN THE YEAR OF OUR ALMIGHTY GOD, 

THROUGH OUR REDEEMER EMMANUEL, NINETEEN HUNDRED NINETY FIVE, A.D. 


Arnold G. Wiedmer, in personam, in re, in our country of South Dakota in these United States of America 

UNDER ORGANIC LAW, MAGNA CHARTA, AND HOLY SCRIPTURES 

United States of America ) 

South Dakota state { organic} ) ss. before Notary Public in our country of South Dakota 
Dewey county court ) 

I,_, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered, and privately bonded notary public in our country of 

South Dakota, attest and acknowledge the facts as contained in this special private presentment bona fide tender offer “True Bill”, 
certifying upon public record the freeman character Arnold G. Wiedmer, known to me did sign before me this instrument on this 

_day of May, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, through our Redeemer Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred 

Ninety Five, A.D.. 


Notary Public Seal:_ 

Fees:_, Postage:_, Affidavit: 

Oath:_, Mileage:_, Misc.: _ 


TRUE BILL' 


PRIVATE SECURITY AGREEMENT’ 


PAGE 5 OF 5 



State of the forum Common Law UCC § 1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C.-4 Private Security Agreement Non-Negotiable "True Bill" 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig Vs. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Robert Ecoffey, individually, and as purported executive officer for the United States District Court, District of South 
Dakota, Central Division, jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "True Bill" U.C.C.-4 Private 
security agreement under the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these special Pre¬ 
sentments for acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C. §§ 3-504, 501 & 505, through principles of U.C.C. § 1-103 by 
undue influence, principal and agent, fraud, duress, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, estoppel, law of contracts, 
bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum common law under U.C.C. § 1-105 
(N.I.L. ) herein contained agree with the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his country of South Dakota as follows: 

On or about the 26th day of April, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D., in Dewey county, Isabel, South 
Dakota state, United States of America, I, Robert Ecoffey, purported executive officer employed by the executive 
branch of the United States government, while accepting payment for my purported services to the People did willfully, 
knowingly, and purposefully cause to be issued and served a purported summons in a criminal case no. CR95-30029 
concerning private matters of Right of possession of private property owned by the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his 
“other jurisdiction" country of South Dakota expressly not “within" our admitted bankrupt United States and its 
jurisdictions over its subjects/citizens created by acts of congress rather than by an act of Almighty God in Common 
Law venue, said peculiar venue being reserved to the People inviolate at their Sovereign will through their sole and 
exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State not effectively connected with the compact 
party state of South Dakota d/b/a the United States under common usage federal common law a/k/a Uniform 
Commercial Code. 

By the tenor of our summons in a criminal case, I, Robert Ecoffey, have presented prima facie my conflict of interest, 
especially for the very fact I, Robert Ecoffey, freely admit for this special private presentment security agreement 
“True Bill” my real evidence of federal form 61 which proves the double character of the purported hearing executive 
officer Mark A. Moreno as willful accomplice in relation to the special character of the private parties' who may come 
voluntarily before our nisi prius legislative created tribunal hearing matters of contract before matters of law have been 
established in a judicial forum for the People who have discovered our constructive fraud and are no longer becoming 
liable to our color of law, color of right, and color of authority over mere statutory defined “persons”, our aliens of 
artificial entity through political will which cannot be compelled against the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his 
peculiar jurisdiction through his non-waiver of his Common Law venue in his original and exclusive one supreme Court 
in Dewey county court in his country of South Dakota exempt from our territorial realm, meaning our ten square miles 
of the District of Columbia, its possessions, and its subjects through contract law. 

I, Robert Ecoffey, full well know and admit 1 have no original jurisdiction over the proper person of Arnold G. 
Wiedmer in his country of South Dakota “other jurisdiction", nor does our nisi prius tribunal acting under United States 
jurisdiction have any in personam, in rem, nor subject matter jurisdiction over the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer 
through his special, express and explicit reservation of protections under his Article of amendment the Eleventh of our 
national Constitution prohibiting our United States citizens/subjects from invoking judicial power of the United States 
against a State wherein Arnold G. Wiedmer in his exclusive jurisdiction under Common Law venue has effectively 
blocked our nisi prius tribunal from compelled performance over the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his “other 
jurisdiction" evidenced by my public oath of office and my fidelity bond for specific performance in relation to writ of 
covenant synonymous with writ of praecipe whereby no freeman shall lose his Court. 

I, Robert Ecoffey, further admit in direct relation to the above sentence and based upon the preponderance of the real 
evidence supplied to me by courtesy presentment from the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his “other jurisdiction" one 
supreme Court in and for Dewey county, the Justices' in our Tenth Circuit Court have already overcome my presumption 
of jurisdiction causing a criminal element against me, Robert Ecoffey in this special private presentment should I, 
Robert Ecoffey attempt to further subvert our supreme Law of the Land which is obligatory upon me under Article VI, 
clause 1 and 2 of our national Constitution, titles of nobility notwithstanding in our nisi prius tribunals limited to facts in 
connection with contracts containing consent, consideration and at least two parties' who have put up something of value 
for said consideration, looking to pre-Code law for remedy for the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer under U.C.C. § 1- 
103.6 in harmony with U.C.C. § 1-105 through conflicts of law via Private International Law under the former 
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Negotiable Instruments Law by parties' power to choose applicable law under territorial application of the act, said 
territorial application of the act now being in Dewey county court, the one supreme Court of original and exclusive 
jurisdiction for the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer as presented by our very own Title 28, U.S.C., Supreme Court Rules, 
“other jurisdiction” Rule 17.1 and more fully acknowledged by the Justices' of our Tenth Circuit Court order and 
judgment res judicata, by attachment as an integral part of this special private presentment security agreement “True 
Bill”. 


I, Robert Ecoffey, full well contemplating the above stated presentment and its intent, know and understand any further 
trespass upon Private Right owned by the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his exclusive jurisdiction in Common Law 
venue in his country of South Dakota “other jurisdiction” will become criminal intent to commit trespass upon the 
Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in direct violation of my public oath of office to the People in South Dakota state causing 
warrant of arrest upon me for perjury upon my public oath of office, said willful act of perjury being synonymous with 
acts of tyranny with commensurate punishment for the guilty party, or parties as the cause of action occurs in Dewey 
county court invoked by the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer of necessity pursuant to my prior court record proven by 
common usage. 

I, Robert Ecoffey, either knew or should have known titles of nobility are forbidden in the Sovereign's country of South 
Dakota, “other jurisdiction” from our purported compact party state of South Dakota public policy political will limited 
liability insurance corporation acting as agency for the admitted bankrupt United States and its foreign principals and 
powers, said acts being repugnant to the Sovereign's Constitution of South Dakota and repugnant to our national 
Constitution, thereby furthering my prima facie conflict of interest as admitted by me through prima facie intent via my 
criminal accomplices federal form 61 on public record with the office of the clerk in our nisi prius tribunal United States 
District Court, District of South Dakota, Central Division, Pierre, SD, a regional area for the common herd United States 
citizens/subjects residents of the compact party state of South Dakota d/b/a democracy repugnant to Article IV, section 4 
of our national Constitution and applicable for the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in this special private presentment 
security agreement “True Bill” without recourse for the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer under our own U.C.C. § 1- 
207.7. 

I, Robert Ecoffey, know and understand the People have a sole and exclusive right of self-governing as a free sovereign 
and independent State in their country of South Dakota under our parallel forms of government, even though my title of 
nobility character and corporation status command me to accept my Baal from my mentors, our Title of Nobility State 
Bar of South Dakota black-robed fraternal brotherhood, similar to the style of “person” so hated and despised by 
Emmanuel in Luke in Holy Scriptures for twenty one ( 21 ) verses in a row. 

I, Robert Ecoffey, either knew or should have known our so-called summons in a criminal case CR95-30029 against 
Arnold G. Wiedmer was construed to be my submission to obey the international banking cartel, the I.M.F., the 
Department of the Treasury, and others of our immoral ilk owing allegiance to a foreign power which is contrary to the 
title of nobility prohibition original thirteenth amendment to our national Constitution quoted as follows: 

“Article XIII 

“If any citizen of the United States shall Accept, claim, receive or retain any title of nobility or honour, 
or shall, without the consent of Congress, accept and retain any present, pension, office or 
emolument of any kind whatever, from any emperor, king, prince or foreign power, such person shall 
cease to be a citizen of the United States, and shall be incapable of holding any office of trust or 
profit under them, or either of, them.” 

I, Robert Ecoffey, either knew or should have known perfected securities when tendered to the debtor in possession 
become an asset at a Bank, and are immediately collectable through special private collections at the midnight hour at 
said Bank, especially upon formal protest from the country of South Dakota through office of notary public and due 
presentment at any Post Office, the G.A.O. in each of the several States in our union in America, frill well protected for 
the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer through compliance by me, Robert Ecoffey of Article IV, section 1 of our national 
Constitution through my fidelity bond pursuant to my bona fide public oath of office duly recorded in and for Dewey 
county court in compliance with the Foreign Agents Registration Act of 1938, synonymous with our own U.S.C. Title 18 
section 2385 carrying a ten ( 10 ) thousand Dollar penalty and felony jail term for its willful breach of spirit and intent 
proven prima facie against me by public court record. 
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I, Robert Ecoffey, know and understand Texas vs. White, 7 Wall. 700-743, ( 1869 ) proves the Sovereign Arnold G. 
Wiedmer is the State in fact in united States of America jurisdiction admitted by our parallel forms of government via 
U.S.C. Title 28, section 1746 ( 1 ) vs. 1746 ( 2 ) and further acknowledged in Title 28, U.S.C. Rules of evidence 1101 
footnotes under subdivision (a) quoted: "These various provisions do not in terms describe the same courts. In 
congressional usage the phrase “district courts of the United States, ” without further qualification, traditionally has 
included the district courts established by Congress in the states under Article III of the Constitution, which are 
“constitutional” courts, and has not included the territorial courts created under Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2, 
which are “legislative” courts." 

I, Robert Ecoffey, further admit of the fact the Bank Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking Law at § 21-40, 
presents concepts of criminal conversion under duties and obligations of the Bank, even though 1 did not altogether 
understand the fact the Bank is the debtor in possession as collections agent for our own admitted national bankruptcy as 
presented in our own Title 22, U.S.C., and further explained in Anderson's on the Uniform Commercial Code § 3-419 
concerning criminal conversion, either by non-acceptance or by non-payment for any consideration sufficient to support 
a simple contract under U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 44 ) ( d ). 

I, Robert Ecoffey, either knew or should have known conflicts of law are found at U.C.C. § 1-105 through territorial 
application of the act and by parties' power to choose applicable law in their country of South Dakota, a separate 
peculiar and distinct jurisdiction and Common Law venue from our public policy political will cestui que trust 
administering for the Department of Commerce which our criminal mentors willful accomplices have dubbed the 
Supreme Court, meaning our black-robed fraternal brethren in Pierre, South Dakota, known to us by the use of the 
symbol “SD”. 

I, Robert Ecoffey, freely admit of the fact I will never openly read this special private security agreement “True Bill” 
in Dewey county court meetings for fear the People will rebel and fire me on the spot with further deportation process 
against me for my admitted conflict of interest and commensurate ignorance of the law, public oath of office to our 
Department of Commerce notwithstanding in Law. 

I, Robert Ecoffey, know and understand my opinion has the same value as our so-called summons in a criminal case 
which 1 did cause to be presented to the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in “other jurisdiction” even though my inner 
conspiratorial conflicts of interest became manifest to the People in Dewey county court who have due authority and 
judicial power under our Constitution of South Dakota to abolish my job, and my opinions at their will under their own 
guarantees of Article III, section 23 of their Constitution of South Dakota which expressly denies our titles of nobility 
from entering into the Sovereign's realm unless leave is granted by the Court. 

I, Robert Ecoffey, being subject to my own willful, knowing, and ignorant acts conceived upon my programmed sub¬ 
culture in our social experiment stations of public learning know and understand the concepts of the long-standing 
phrase quoted; “If the shoe fits, wear it”, and, “The Truth hurts.” 

I, Robert Ecoffey, have openly exposed myself to the People in Dewey county court through my use of the pen, or 
misuse as the cause of action may be in direct relation to the character of the private third parties', and subject to any 
consideration sufficient to support a simple contract by supplementary provisions of law under our own admitted U.C.C. 
§ 1- 103 through pre-Code remedy, said remedy through U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 34 ) and ( 36 ) with or without resort to a 
legislative created tribunal and its executive branch employees under conflict of interest holding offices of profit and 
gain under our own admitted bankrupt United States who cannot state a claim upon which relief could be granted by the 
Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his “other jurisdiction”. 

I, Robert Ecoffey, either knew or should have known the Common Law is the rule of decision for the Sovereign Arnold 
G. Wiedmer in his “other jurisdiction” superseding mere statutory construction and by the will of the People who rule 
over me and our incestuous State Bar of South Dakota title of nobility franchise barred by the People in their Courts of 
Justice in their Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction in Dewey county court. 

I, Robert Ecoffey, further admit our ignorance of the law is no excuse and by this courtesy due presentment by the 
Sovereign, Arnold G. Wiedmer, I, Robert Ecoffey, have ten ( 10 ) days in which to make a substantial answer to this 
special Private security agreement “True Bill”, or in the alternative, coupled with my ignorance quotient and based 
upon our prior willful, knowing and ignorant acts, I, Robert Ecoffey, will become individually, and jointly and severally 
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liable to the Sovereign, Arnold G. Wiedmer, in his “other jurisdiction" for in excess of One Hundred Million ( 
100,000,000.00 ) Dollars of Lawful Money of Account under our supreme Law of the Land at Article VI, cl. 1 & 2 
national Constitution which I, Robert Ecoffey, have no real competent authority to make any determination at this point 
in time, opinions of our willful and knowing criminal co-conspirators State Bar of South Dakota notwithstanding. 

I, Robert Ecoffey, know and understand the People have regained their Sovereignty over their subjects, and their 
remedy in this special Private security agreement “True Bill” is incomprehensible to me, Robert Ecoffey in my 
particular mental state of conflict of interest, but nevertheless quite adequate for the principal over the agent, especially 
by our subordinate position linked with our simple contract obligations to the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his 
“other jurisdiction” country of South Dakota who possesses certain knowledge extremely lacking by me, Robert 
Ecoffey, in this corporation state. 

I, Robert Ecoffey, know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the prima facie real evidence I, 
Robert Ecoffey, being an executive appointed agent taking pay for presumed specific performance, must obey simple 
contract law, or become liable upon said simple contract. Even our attorney advisers knew and understood this 
elementary principal, but in our programmed mental condition. We, our criminal co-conspirators and willful 
accomplices named in this Private security agreement “True Bill” and I, Robert Ecoffey, did willfully and knowingly 
take the responsibility for our own actions or inactions, with appropriate punishments becoming evident from time to 
time as truth prevails in Dewey county court in our country of South Dakota. 

I, Robert Ecoffey, know and understand Private contracts supersede our Constitutional authority, but at the same time 
our Constitutional authority limits me, Robert Ecoffey, from blindly accepting the misrepresentations and undue 
influence of our willful and knowing criminal accomplices, without having applied due diligence on our own part, to 
correct our misguided and maligned application of duties to the Sovereign, Arnold G. Wiedmer, but in this particular 
instance I, Robert Ecoffey, chose to submit myself to the commercial harlot Babylon, with commensurate liabilities 
attaching directly to me, Robert Ecoffey in my mental state. 

I, Robert Ecoffey, know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide private Presentment “True Bill”, a breach of 
contract subjects me, Robert Ecoffey, to Private and public punishments while under specific performance of public 
oath of office through delegation of authority, whether or whether not I, Robert Ecoffey, have been misguided, 
misinformed, and mislead by our willful and knowing criminal accomplices named herein in our political will public 
policy limited liability corporation d/b/a the Department of Commerce through compact with the United States. 

I, Robert Ecoffey, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail, and under our system, no matter how 
colorable, the Uniform Commercial Code was adequate to punish even our most mentally corrupt and deficient 
delinquents, which includes me, Robert Ecoffey, but not exclusively in this state. 

I, Robert Ecoffey, individually, know and understand the term constructive fraud with or without scienter, and the term 
consideration, and the term obligation of contract, therefore, based upon this special, express, and explicit knowledge, I, 
Robert Ecoffey, individually, and jointly and severally will become liable to the freeman character Arnold G. Wiedmer 
on sight, on demand, should I, Robert Ecoffey, fail to comprehend the magnitude of our omissions and commissions 
under simple contract Law, especially under our supremacy Common Law, a/k/a as our organic Law in harmony with 
Holy Scriptures , the foundation of our Law, and especially for reasons in contract Law I, Robert Ecoffey, would fail to 
answer this due private Presentment in any manner whatsoever by this tender offer for any consideration sufficient to 
support a simple contract especially under the provisions of U.C.C. § 1-103 which provide for bankruptcy and estoppel, 
through the Common Law under UCC § 1-103.6 as in Anderson's on the UCC , and as explained more fully in the 
Bank Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking Law , and in conjunction with the UCC at § 3-103(1) which I 
know and understand is quoted: “This Article does not apply to money, documents of title,-—”, 

I, Robert Ecoffey, do not fully understand the difference between the terms non-negotiable and negotiable, but after this 
Private security agreement “True Bill” extended to me by the courtesy of the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer of making 
an answer within ten (10) days to the freeman character, I, Robert Ecoffey, admit this is ample time for us to learn this 
most important facet in Law in this state, and in their ( Sovereign's ) State. 

For our willful and knowing participation in this conversion of Private property concerning Arnold G. Wiedmer, I, 
Robert Ecoffey, now know I must answer this courtesy private presentment “True Bill” within ten (10) days of this 
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service upon Robert Ecoffey, or through my continued ignorance in Law, coupled with the pressures of our willful and 
knowing criminal accomplices, I, Robert Ecoffey, will become liable for the sum certain amount of damages occurring 
to Arnold G. Wiedmer in this Private matter for One Hundred Million (100,000,000.00) Dollars of Lawful Money of 
Account, especially under our own rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code, which was adopted by our adviser criminal 
accomplices themselves, purportedly learned in law. 

I, Robert Ecoffey, admit in this special Private security agreement “True Bill”, the fact I do know and understand the 
term accommodation, and the term surety, and the term guarantor, and the term Maker, and the term Payee, and the term 
Drawer as could be duly presented in a special Private collections item, restricted endorsement Documentary Draft, 
certified money order, or certified Banker's check, drawn without recourse by the Sovereign, freemen character Arnold 
G. Wiedmer, without prejudice to the freeman characters' in their Common Law venue state of the forum under the 
Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and through a Privately bonded Notary Public under protest as in 
Rule 9(d), 44.1, 902(3)(A)(B) 8 & 9, enforceable under UCC § 9-501 nihil dicit, and duly recorded publicly under 
U.C.C. § 9-403(1) by choice of option for the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his country of South Dakota. 

I, Robert Ecoffey, admit perjury is synonymous with tyranny and is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through 
Common Law Affidavit in this South Dakota state in these several States in this union of States in America, expressly 
not “within” the United States under the tenor of this special Private presentment security agreement “True Bill” in 
Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction reserved to the People. 


Attestation: by Robert Ecoffey, individually, and as executive officer for the United States, jointly 

AND SEVERALLY IN OUR COUNTRY OF SOUTH DAKOTA, IN OUR NATION IN AMERICA 

Public SEAL: 


Robert Ecoffey, bona fide, and subject nihil dicit 

judici satis poena est, quod Deum habet ultorem 


Acknowledgment I BY THE FREEMAN CHARACTER ARNOLD G. WlEDMER IN LAW 

TESTE MEIPSO THIS_DAY OF MAY, IN THE YEAR OF OUR ALMIGHTY GOD, 

THROUGH OUR REDEEMER EMMANUEL, NINETEEN HUNDRED NINETY FIVE, A.D. 


Arnold G. Wiedmer, in personam, in re, in our country of South Dakota in these United States of America 

UNDER ORGANIC LAW, MAGNA CHARTA, AND HOLY SCRIPTURES 

United States of America ) 

South Dakota state { organic} ) ss. before Notary Public in our country of South Dakota 
Dewey county court ) 

I,_, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered, and privately bonded notary public in our country of 

South Dakota, attest and acknowledge the facts as contained in this special private presentment bona fide tender offer “True Bill”, 
certifying upon public record the freeman character Arnold G. Wiedmer, known to me did sign before me this instrument on this 

_day of May, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, through our Redeemer Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred 

Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Notary Public Seal:_ 

Fees:_, Postage:_, Affidavit:_, 

Oath:_, Mileage:_, Misc.:_. 
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State of the Forum Common Law U.C.C. § 1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C. - 4 Private Security Agreement non-negotiable "True Bill" 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig v. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Elizabeth Feltl, individually, and as willful, knowing, and intentional accomplice to non-registered foreign agents for 
the United States Bureau of Internal Revenue “within" the United States, jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this 
non-negotiable “True Bill" U.C.C.-4 Private security agreement under the principle of ignorance of the law is no 
excuse, and therefore, by these due presentments for acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C. § 3-504 & 3-505, 
through principles of U.C.C. § 1-103 by undue influence, principal and agent, fraud, misrepresentation, coercion, 
mistake, duress, law of contracts, bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum 
common law under U.C.C. § 1-105 (N.I.L.) (conflicts of law) herein contained agree with the Sovereign Arnold F. 
Anklam in his country of Minnesota as follows: 

During the year of , A.D., I, Elizabeth Feltl, did willfully, knowingly, and purposefully attempt to gain 

document of title to private property which Rightfully was owned and possessed by the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam in 

his country of Minnesota more particularly described as a condominium located at _ street, in 

Minneapolis, Minnesota state, the said private property having been made known to me by my criminal accomplices 
United States Bureau of Internal Revenue non-registered foreign agents employed by the public policy political will 
limited liability admitted bankrupt corporation District of Columbia acting in concert with the recorder of deeds in 
Hennepin county, Minnesota state under color of law, color of right and color of authority causing damages to occur 
against the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam in his “other jurisdiction” country of Minnesota in these several States in our 
Nation in America. 

I, Elizabeth Feltl, either knew or should have known the concept “caveat emptor” especially in relation to the 
Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam in his country of Minnesota even though I did willfully, knowingly, and intentionally 
attempt to unjustly enrich myself through acts of greed, envy, spite, hatred, contempt, ridicule and malice aimed at the 
Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam, said acts coupled with my United States citizen/subjects in our alien jurisdiction through 
worship of mammon through our immoral commercial connections with acts of congress in relation to our second class 
citizen status through political will public policy insurance benefits. 

I, Elizabeth Feltl, freely admit I have aided and abetted our non-registered foreign agents in the country of Minnesota 
who have attacked the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam through the use of our feigned statutes, regulations and rules without 
any supporting documents which could prove our judicial power and judicial authority to enforce said statutes, 
regulations, rules and public policy of our non-registered foreign agents in the country of Minnesota, one of the several 
States in the American union against the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam in his original and exclusive jurisdiction in 
matters of Right of possession of private property through his law of descent from his Creator and full well protected for 
the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam under the agents public oaths of office specifically under Article of amendment the 
First of our national Constitution. 

I, Elizabeth Feltl, freely admit I either knew or should have known our Internal Revenue Service statutes as contained 
within U.S.C. Title 26 must have supporting implementation to enforce the regulations in attempts to collect an 
assessment for a tax, or make a levy, or enter a lien into the foreign country of Minnesota as it relates to the Sovereign, 
Arnold F. Anklam in his “other jurisdiction”. 

I, Elizabeth Feltl, hereby admit my criminal accomplices United States Bureau of Internal Revenue non-registered 
foreign agents do not have any supporting implementation regulations which could enforce a collection process against 
Arnold F. Anklam in his foreign country of Minnesota unless and until our United States could have proven said 
Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam had in fact engaged in business activities enforced by the United States Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco, and Firearms under contractual law of privilege created by acts of congress in their jurisdictions. 

I, Elizabeth Feltl, freely admit in this special private presentment security agreement “True Bill” the fact our non- 
registered foreign agents acts of entering a “Notice of Lien" in the Hennepin county-court building in Minneapolis, and 
in the office of secretary of state in Minnesota state, as against the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam was made under color of 
law, color of right and color of authority in violation of our own restrictive covenants by acts of congress which are 
limited to “within” the District of Columbia, its territories, its possessions, its subjects, its States, its states, and its 
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treaties, thereby making our “Notice of Lien" an incomplete instrument as in U.C.C. § 3-115 which was induced upon 
the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam in his country of Minnesota through fraud as in U.C.C. § 3-305(2)(B) & (C). 

I, Elizabeth Feltl, know and understand our United States Bureau of Internal Revenue agents must comply with certain 
mandates by acts of congress in relation to U.S.C. Title 27, Code of Federal Regulations such as the corresponding 
entries for U.S.C. Title 26 to make enforceable our section 7203 willful failure to file provisions, and of which we do not 
have any enforcement powers nor authority under U.S.C. Title 26 which is voluntary as contradistinguished from U.S.C. 
Title 27 under the United States Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms that clearly show the corresponding 
regulations as admitted by acts of congress. 

I, Elizabeth Feltl, freely admit the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam did make due presentment to our United States 
corporation via freedom of information act to which our non-registered foreign agents did not reply to the said 
information and did cause damages to the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam through our obstruction of the freedom of 
information act and its intent as created by acts of congress. 

I, Elizabeth Feltl, know and understand the public officers duties to publish in the Federal Register, as provided by acts 
of congress, their authority by statute, with the implementing regulations for enforcement of any attempt by the United 
States Bureau of Internal Revenue Service to collect an assessment from the Sovereign, Arnold F. Anklam in his foreign 
country of Minnesota, and as of the time of this due private presentment security agreement “True Bill”, I, Elizabeth 
Feltl know of no such publication whatsoever. 

I, Elizabeth Feltl, freely admit our section 6110 of our l.R.S. code makes it mandatory for us to reveal to the Sovereign 
Arnold F. Anklam his requests in relation to our application of U.S.C. Title 26 statutes upon said Sovereign, and of 
which we have failed to honor proven by our non-registered foreign agents and also including me, Elizabeth Feltl in 
Minnesota state, United States of America. 

I, Elizabeth Feltl, either knew or should have known our United States Bureau of Internal Revenue is doing business 
under the federal common law which is in fact the Uniform Commercial Code that operates upon a presumption all the 
People are statutory defined “persons” either inhabiting within the United States or effectively connected with the 
conduct of a trade or business within the United States, and the Sovereign, Arnold F. Anklam is not such a “person” by 
our prima facie records which prove said Sovereign has duly expatriated from “within” our admitted bankrupt United 
States and is freely inhabiting in his foreign country of Minnesota, his native birthright origin as an American national 
free inhabitant. 

I, Elizabeth Feltl, know and understand our own U.C.C. recognizes the effect of foreign judgments as a set-off, and 
upon my willful failure to make timely answer within the courtesy presentment ten ( 10 ) days of receipt of this “True 
Bill”, I, Elizabeth Feltl will become liable for the sum certain amount of One Flundred Million (100,000,000.00) 
Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, gold minted Coin, or silver minted Coin from our Treasury of these United States 
of America under our national government in relation to the several States, the foreign country of Minnesota being one 
of these separate jurisdictions from our political will public policy admitted bankrupt corporation United States. 

I, Elizabeth Feltl, freely admit our feigned enforcement powers “within” the United States in the past have been in 
direct violation of Article of amendment the Eleventh which prohibits our United States citizens from invoking the 
judicial power of the United States in any legislative created tribunal a/k/a United States District Court for the District of 
Minnesota unless and until the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam would have willfully, knowingly, and voluntarily waived his 
Common Law venue in his foreign State country of Minnesota, which has never happened by our own embarrassing 
prima facie real evidence attached to this “True Bill” as an integral part hereof. 

I, Elizabeth Feltl, admit of our constructive fraud in relation to our non-registered foreign agents form 1040 which had 
no OMB number attached to said forms at that time when in fact our form should have been 2555 in relation to the 
Sovereign, Arnold F. Anklam in his foreign country of Minnesota expressly not “within” the United States. 

I, Elizabeth Feltl, freely admit into this special private presentment “True Bill” the very fact our l.R.S. section 7602 
proves our authority for summons is only upon the United States Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms and never 
did apply to the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam in his native born Minnesota state, a foreign country in relation to our 
admitted bankrupt United States. 
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I, Elizabeth Feltl, freely admit the fact our non-registered foreign agents “Notice of Levy” forms do not contain the sub- 
paragraph (a) on the back of said form which reveals the most important intent the only property which could be under 
lawful levy is United States government property and does not include the private property Rightfully owned by the 
Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam in his “other jurisdiction”, the foreign country of Minnesota in comparison to our 
jurisdictions emanating from “within” the United States. 

I, Elizabeth Feltl, especially knew and understood the non-registered non-bonded foreign agents authority to make an 
assessment upon the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam in his foreign country of Minnesota was restricted by our own code 
section 6020 which has implementing regulations for U.S.C. Title 27 under Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms and no 
authority whatsoever under U.S.C. Title 26, under our purported willful failure to file code section 7203. 

I, Elizabeth Feltl, also admit our code section 6651 only applies to U.S.C. Title 27 in relation to Alcohol, Tobacco and 
Firearms and never did have any relation to our illegal seizure of private property rightfully owned and possessed by 
Pleasant Living Trust, co-trustee Arnold F. Anklam in his foreign country of Minnesota, causing our limited liability to 
our admitted bankrupt United States corporation for our theft of private property which was never lawfully seized under 
our very own rules, regulations, statutes and public policy feigned insurance contributions. 

I, Elizabeth Feltl, further confess we are not embarrassed to place our CFR numbers on our Customs Declaration forms, 
but have in fact deceived the majority of the People in the several States by our willful failure to place said numbers on 
our fraudulent 1040 forms which did trick the Sovereign, Arnold F. Anklam in years past, starting in about 1958, 
causing much damage to the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam and his Posterity in their separate Common Law venue, an 
original and exclusive jurisdiction foreign to our United States jurisdictions. 

I, Elizabeth Feltl, either knew or should have known my willful and knowing criminal accomplices above described, 
would have to answer in one form or another for our willful and knowing participation in theft of Private property 
rightfully owned by the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam in his country of Minnesota, with or without resort to a tribunal, 
but nevertheless subject to our own devious rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code through our devisees shysters 
commonly known as the State Bar of Minnesota. 

I, Elizabeth Feltl, know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the prima facie real evidence I, 
Elizabeth Feltl, having aided and abetted the non-registered foreign agents taking pay for presumed specific 
performance from the International Monetary Fund, must obey simple contract law, or become liable upon said contract. 
Even my attorney advisers knew and understood this elementary principal, but in our programmed mental condition. 
We, my co-conspirators and criminal accomplices described in this Private security agreement and I, Elizabeth Feltl, 
did willfully and knowingly take the responsibility for our own actions or inactions, with appropriate punishments 
becoming evident from time to time as truth prevails in the foreign country of Minnesota duly presented by the 
Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam. 

I, Elizabeth Feltl, know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide presentment security agreement “True Bill”, a 
breach of contract subjects our non-registered foreign agents to Private and public punishments while under specific 
performance of public oath of office through delegation of authority, whether or whether not I, Elizabeth Feltl, have 
been misguided, misinformed, maligned and mislead by my willful and knowing criminal accomplices named herein as 
Irnar Morice, Richard S. Little, Lee Moisant, Robert B. Fine and many others. 

I, Elizabeth Feltl, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail, and under our system, no matter how 
colorable, the Uniform Commercial Code was adequate to punish even our most mentally corrupt and deficient 
delinquents “within” our United States and also including me, Elizabeth Feltl as criminal accomplice. 

I, Elizabeth Feltl, individually, and as criminal accomplice to the non-registered foreign agents “within” the United 
States, jointly and severally, know and understand the term constructive fraud with or without scienter, and the term 
conversion, and the term consideration, and the term obligation of contract, therefore, based upon this special, express, 
and explicit knowledge, I, Elizabeth Feltl, individually, and jointly and severally will become liable to the free 
inhabitant in his country of Minnesota on sight, on demand, should 1, Elizabeth Feltl, fail to comprehend the magnitude 
of my omissions and commissions under simple contract Law, especially under the supremacy Common Law, a/k/a our 
organic Law in harmony with Holy Scriptures , the foundation of our Law, and especially for reasons in contract Law I, 
Elizabeth Feltl, would fail to answer this due private presentment security agreement “True Bill” in any manner 
whatsoever by this tender offer for any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract especially under the 
provisions of U.C.C. § 1-103 which provide for bankruptcy and estoppel caused by fraud, coercion, undue influence, 
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misrepresentation, through the Common Law under UCC 1-103.6 as in Anderson's on the UCC , and as explained more 
fully in the Bank Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking Law , and in conjunction with the UCC at § 3-103(1) 
which 1 know and understand is quoted: “This Article does not apply to money, documents of title ,— 

For my willful and knowing participation in this conversion of Private property concerning the Sovereign Arnold F. 
Anklam in his Common Law venue original and exclusive jurisdiction in his country of Minnesota, I, Elizabeth Feltl, 
now know I must answer this courtesy presentment within ten (10) days of this due service upon me, or through my 
continued ignorance in Law, coupled with the pressures of my willful and knowing criminal accomplices above named, 
I, Elizabeth Feltl, will become liable for the sum certain amount of damages occurring to the Sovereign Arnold F. 
Anklam in this Private matter for One Hundred Million ( 100,000,000.00 ) Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, 
especially under our own rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code, which was adopted by my adviser criminal 
accomplices themselves, purportedly learned in law. 

I, Elizabeth Feltl, admit in this Private security agreement “True Bill”, the fact I do know and understand the term 
accommodation, and the term surety, and the term guarantor, and the term Maker, and the term Payee, and the term 
Drawer as could be duly presented in a special Private collections item, restricted endorsement Documentary Draft ( 
distress warrant ) or certified Banker's check, drawn without recourse by the Sovereign, free inhabitant Arnold F. 
Anklam in his country of Minnesota, without prejudice to the Sovereign in his Common Law venue original and 
exclusive jurisdiction state of the forum under the Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and through a 
Privately bonded Notary Public under protest as in Rule 9(d), 44.1, 902(3)(A)(B) 8 & 9, enforceable under UCC 9-501 
nihil dicit, when duly presented for audit at the office of the United States of America Postmaster in Minneapolis, 
Minnesota state through the full faith and credit clause of our national Constitution in America. 

I, Elizabeth Feltl, admit conversion is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through Common Law Affidavit in this 
Minnesota state in these several States in this union of States in America. 

Done and dated this_day of May, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Attestation: by Elizabeth Feltl, individually, and jointly and severally for the United States 

PRIVATE SEAL: _ 

Elizabeth Feltl, bona fide, and subject nihil dicit 

Acknowledgment: by the free inhabitant Arnold F. Anklam in Law, in our country of Minnesota 

teste meipso this_day of May, in the year of our Mighty One, through our Redeemer 

Emmanuel, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

PER curiam: _ 

Arnold F. Anklam, in personam, in re, in Hennepin county 

in our country of Minnesota, expressly not “within” the United States 

_, notary public Seal. 

, duly appointed, commissioned and privately bonded in our country of Minnesota. 

I,_, notary public in our foreign country of Minnesota in relation to the 

admitted bankrupt United States, hereby attest and acknowledge the law and facts as duly presented bona fide before me 
and signed by the free inhabitant, Arnold F. Anklam in the County and State aforesaid, for due presentment upon public 
record in our supreme Court in Hennepin county organized for judicial purposes under our Constitution of Minnesota in 


the year of Eighteen Hundred_ 

, A.D.. 


Fees: 

, Oath: 

, Postage: 

Mileage: 

, Affidavit: 

, Misc: 
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State of the forum Common Law UCC/MCA 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C./FS-4 Private Security Agreement Non-Negotiable "True Bill" 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig Vs. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Fergus county, individually, and as principal for the county of Fergus of the state of Montana, jointly and 
severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "True Bill" FS-4 Private security agreement under the principle 
of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these Presentments for acceptance without dishonor under 
MCA §§ 30-3-504, 501 & 505, through principles of MCA § 30-1-103 by undue influence, principal and agent, 
fraud, duress, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, law of contracts, bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating 
causes and in this state of the forum common law under MCA § 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) herein contained agree with the 
Sovereign as follows: 

On the day of May 4th, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D., in Denton, Montana state, United States of 
America, I, Fergus county did assist Eugene Couch, who did aid and abet Regan Dean by his unlawful detainer 
and unlawful arrest of the Sovereign, Robert F. Kramlich, in Fergus county without any underlying principles of 
organic law to support said arrest which was repugnant to our Constitution of Montana and further repugnant to our 
maligned statutes since I, Fergus county, either knew or should have known Robert F. Kramlich is not a corporation 
and I, Fergus county, through our office of sheriff Eugene Couch, did not have any verified oath to support a 
probable cause for arrest of the Sovereign Robert F. Kramlich in his country of Montana, our compact party state of 
Montana notwithstanding. 

As of the date of this special Private security agreement “True Bill”, I, Fergus county, have been unable to 
locate any injured party who could have damaged Fergus county or the state of Montana or the State of Montana 
which could have caused an arrest upon Robert F. Kramlich in Fergus county in our country of Montana, causing 
prima facie damages to the Sovereign Robert F. Kramlich in excess of One Hundred Million Dollars of Money, and 
further supported for the Sovereign in this Private security agreement “True Bill” by the very fact I, Fergus county, 
through our sheriff Eugene Couch, failed to make any answer in any manner whatsoever to the declaration of 
trespass which was duly served upon me/us by publication in our country of Montana for remedy of the Sovereign, 
Robert F. Kramlich with or without the use of the Uniform Commercial Code. 

I, Fergus county, through Eugene Couch, freely admit as purported sheriff in our office of sheriff in Fergus county, 
and as peace officer in our country of Montana, certain valid and organic acts must be adhered to by Fergus county 
under public oath of office to the People under the simple law of contract but which Fergus county in our limited 
training guided by our criminal co-conspirators in our covert and overt attempt to violently overthrow our republican 
form of self-government in our country of Montana, know practically nothing other than our common cliche, “I'm 
just doing my job.” 

I, Fergus county, through our sheriff Eugene Couch, further admit our ignorance of the law is no excuse and by this 
courtesy due presentment by the Sovereign, I, Fergus county, have ten ( 10 ) days in which to make a substantial 
answer to this special Private security agreement “True Bill”, or in the alternative, coupled with my ignorance 
quotient and based upon our prior willful, knowing and ignorant acts, I, Fergus county, will become individually, 
and jointly and severally liable to the Sovereign, Robert F. Kramlich for in excess of One Hundred Million Dollars 
of Lawful Money of Account under our supreme Law of the Land which I, Fergus county, have no real competent 
authority to make any determination at this point in time, opinions of our criminal co-conspirators notwithstanding. 

I, Fergus county, know and understand the People have regained their Sovereignty over their subjects, and their 
remedy in this special Private security agreement “True Bill” is incomprehensible to Fergus county in our mental 
state, but nevertheless quite adequate for the principal over the agent, especially by our subordinate position linked 
with our simple contract obligations to the Sovereign Robert F. Kramlich who possesses certain knowledge 
extremely lacking by Fergus county, our boosted opinions of Fergus county by our tutor Thomas P. Meissner 
causing our demise in this state. 

I, Fergus county, know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the prima facie real 
evidence I, Fergus county, through our sheriff Eugene Couch, being an agent taking pay for presumed specific 
performance, must obey simple contract law, or become liable upon said contract. Even our attorney advisers knew 
and understood this elementary principal, but in our programmed mental condition. We, our criminal co-conspirators 
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and willful accomplices named in this Private security agreement and I, Fergus county, did willfully and knowingly 
take the responsibility for our own actions or inactions, with appropriate punishments becoming evident from time to 
time as truth prevails. 

I, Fergus county, through our sheriff Eugene Couch, freely admit as purported sheriff in Fergus county, I am liable 
for the delinquent acts of my purported deputies who did willfully, knowingly, and feloniously detain Robert F. 
Kramlich in our so-called jail in Fergus county, in direct violation of the posted bond by Anna I. Kramlich while we 
were holding Robert F. Kramlich under ransom demands for the county of Garfield of the state of Montana in a 
general conspiracy effort to deny, delay and sell justice against the freeman character Robert F. Kramlich in his 
country of Montana in these United States of America, which I, Fergus county, further admit is repugnant to our 
Constitution of Montana and repugnant to our national constitution, causing our prima facie demise by our special, 
selective, and malicious prosecution of the Sovereign, Robert F. Kramlich in Fergus county, implicating the Fergus 
county commissioners as well as Fergus county in our delinquent mental state in the county of Fergus of the state of 
Montana under limited liability for public policy through our compact with the United States administered for 
fourteenth amendment subjects. 

I, Fergus county, admit the other parties who aided Fergus county in the damage against the Sovereign Robert F. 
Kramlich in Fergus county by our combined efforts of unlawful arrest and unlawful detainer include but are not 
limited to Dave Severns, Jack Barney, Gregory P. Mohr, Nickolas C. Murnion, Gladys M. Stanton, Charles A. 
Phipps, Regan Dean, Larry McCord, Thomas Killam, David Sather and others yet to be hilly exposed by this prima 
facie real evidence in this special collections process in relation to the declaration of trespass which was duly served 
upon the delinquents in our country of Montana in our Nation in America, the United States notwithstanding in this 
jurisdiction. 

I, Fergus county, know and understand Private contracts supersede our Constitutional authority, but at the same 
time our Constitutional authority limits Fergus county, from blindly accepting the misrepresentations and undue 
influence of our criminal accomplices, without having applied due diligence on our own part, to correct our 
misguided application of duties to the Sovereign, Robert F. Kramlich, but in this particular instance I, Fergus 
county, chose to submit ourselves to the commercial harlot Babylon, with commensurate liabilities attaching directly 
to Fergus county in our mental state. 

I, Fergus county, know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide private Presentment, a breach of contract 
subjects Fergus county to Private and public punishments while under specific performance of public oath of office 
through delegation of authority, whether or whether not Fergus county has been misguided, misinformed, and 
mislead by our willful and knowing criminal accomplices named herein in our political will public policy limited 
liability corporation d/b/a the county of Fergus of the state of Montana through compact with the United States. 

I, Fergus county, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail, and under our system, no matter how 
colorable, the Uniform Commercial Code was adequate to punish even the most mentally corrupt and deficient 
delinquents, which includes Fergus county, but not exclusively in this state, nor in Montana state. 

I, Fergus county, individually, and through our purported sheriff in Fergus county, know and understand the term 
constructive fraud with or without scienter, and the term consideration, and the term obligation of contract, therefore, 
based upon this special, express, and explicit knowledge, I, Fergus county, individually, and jointly and severally 
will become liable to the freemen character Robert F. Kramlich on sight, on demand, should 1, Fergus county, fail to 
comprehend the magnitude of our omissions and commissions under simple contract Law, especially under our 
supremacy Common Law, a/k/a as our organic Law in harmony with Holy Scriptures , the foundation of our Law, 
and especially for reasons in contract Law I, Fergus county, would fail to answer this due private Presentment in 
any manner whatsoever by this tender offer for any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract especially 
under the provisions of MCA § 30-1-103 which provide for bankruptcy and estoppel, through the Common Law 
under UCC § 1-103.6 as in Anderson's on the UCC, and as explained more fully in the Bank Officer's Handbook of 
Commercial Banking Law, and in conjunction with the UCC at § 3-103(1) which 1 know and understand is quoted: 
“This Article does not apply to money, documents of title,—”. 

I, Fergus county, through our sheriff Eugene Couch, admitted delinquent in the office of sheriff in Fergus county, 
do not filly understand the difference between the terms non-negotiable and negotiable, but after this Private security 
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agreement “True Bill" extended to me by the courtesy of the Sovereign Robert F. Kramlich of making an answer 
within ten (10) days to the freemen character, I, Fergus county, admit this is ample time for us to learn this most 
important facet in Law in this state, and in their ( Sovereign/'s ) State. 

For our willful and knowing participation in this conversion of Private property concerning Robert F. Kramlich, I, 
Fergus county, now know We must answer this courtesy private presentment within ten (10) days of this service 
upon Fergus county, or through our continued ignorance in Law, coupled with the pressures of our willful and 
knowing criminal accomplices, I, Fergus county, will become liable for the sum certain amount of damages 
occurring to Robert F. Kramlich in this Private matter for One Hundred Million (100,000,000.00) Dollars of Lawful 
Money of Account, especially under our own rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code, which was adopted by our 
adviser criminal accomplices themselves, purportedly learned in law. 

I, Fergus county, admit in this special Private security agreement “True Bill", the fact 1 do know and understand the 
term accommodation, and the term surety, and the term guarantor, and the term Maker, and the term Payee, and the 
term Drawer as could be duly presented in a special Private collections item, restricted endorsement Documentary 
Draft, drawn without recourse by the Sovereign, freemen character Robert F. Kramlich, without prejudice to the 
freeman character in their Common Law state of the forum under the Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments 
Act by and through a Privately bonded Notary Public under protest as in Rule 9(d), 44.1, 902(3)(A)(B) 8 & 9, 
enforceable under UCC § 9-501 nihil dicit, and duly recorded publicly under U.C.C. § 9-403(1) by choice of option 
for the Sovereign. 

I, Fergus county, through our sheriff Eugene Couch, admit perjury is synonymous with tyranny and is criminal 
jurisdiction and enforceable through Common Law Affidavit in this Montana state in these several states in this 
Union of States in America, expressly not “within" the United States under the tenor of this special Private 
presentment security agreement “True Bill" in Common Law venue. 

Attestation: by Fergus county, individually, and jointly and severally for the office of sheriff in Fergus county in 
our country of Montana, in our Nation in America 

Public SEAL: _ 

Fergus county, bona fide, and subject nihil dicit 

Acknowledgment: by the freeman character Robert F. Kramlich in Law 

TESTE MEIPSO THIS_DAY OF SEPTEMBER, IN THE YEAR OF OUR ALMIGHTY GOD, THROUGH OUR REDEEMER EMMANUEL, 

Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D. 


Robert F. Kramlich, in personam, in re, in Fergus county, in our country of Montana 
in these United States of America under organic law, Magna Charta, and Holy Scriptures 

United States of America ) 

Fergus county ) ss. before Notary Public in our country of Montana 

Montana state { organic} ) 

I, Ebert W. Stanton, duly commissioned and privately bonded notary public in our country of Montana, acknowledged by the 
office of governor in our State, attest and affirm the facts as contained in this special private presentment bona fide tender offer 
“True Bill”, certifying upon public record the freeman character Robert F. Kramlich, known to me did sign before me this 

instrument on this_day of September, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, through our Redeemer Yahshua the 

Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D.. 

_, Notary Public Seal. 

My commission expires:_ 

Fees:_ Postage:_ 

Oath:_ Mileage:_ 
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U.C.C./FS-4 Private security agreement “True Bill” ( conflict of laws ) 
{bargain of the parties in fact} 

Craig v. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 


I, Thomas R. Girvin, purported Justice of the Peace in Fergus county, individually, and as 
agent for the political will corporation state of Montana, jointly and severally, attest to these 
facts in this non-negotiable "True Bill" U.C.C./FS-4 Private security agreement under the 
principle of "ignorance of the law is no excuse", and therefore, by these due Presentments for 
acceptance without dishonor under MCA §§ 30-3-504 & 505, through principles of MCA § 
30-1-103 of undue influence, duress, coercion, mistake, misrepresentation, fraud, principal 
and agent, law of contracts, estoppel, bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes 
and by our supremacy Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction (applicable 
Law under MCA § 30-1-105 N.I.L.) herein contained agree with the Sovereign as follows: 

I, Thomas R. Girvin, having cause to make timely answer within ten ( 10 ) days to this 
courtesy presentment hereby acknowledge the fact our Common Law of England is our 
organic law and therefore as public officer I, Thomas R. Girvin am duty bound upon my 
pubic oath of office to support, obey, defend, uphold and guarantee our organic law in relation 
to the Sovereign Richard E. Wilson in our State, non-domestic to the United States and not 
subject to United States citizens nor the state of Montana administered by titles of nobility 
prohibited from our State. 

I, Thomas R. Girvin, in direct relation to the above concepts and principles, hereby admit my 
prior acts have caused limited liability upon the political will public policy corporation state of 
Montana and its agency county of Fergus actively connected in the conduct of a trade or 
business within the United States, creating prima facie damages against the Sovereign Richard 
E. Wilson by my willful, knowing and tyrannical acts, whether or not deemed a constructive 
fraud by my co-conspirator advisor Thomas P. Meissner. 

I, Thomas R. Girvin, freely admit the Fergus county-court is a Court of Justice for the 
Sovereign Richard E. Wilson, and I, Thomas R. Girvin have denied said Court of Justice to 
the Sovereign Richard E. Wilson, which I further admit my acts were repugnant to our 
Constitution of Montana and our supreme Law of the Land, evidenced prima facie by the 
record in this Court of Justice through witnesses and notary public certified, signed and sealed 
instruments, writs, documents and papers of the Sovereign. 

I, Thomas R. Girvin, admit of receiving a “verified True Bill” duly presented to me by the 
Sovereign Richard E. Wilson, and for whatever reasons I had or may have had or even 
induced upon me by false opinions through my association with titles of nobility, no answer 
whatever was made by me, Thomas R. Girvin in relation to my delinquency in public office, 
creating this limited liability upon the public policy corporation which may have deceived me 
in my public office, my own limited understanding of Common Law simple contract 
notwithstanding in purview of my public oath of office and our supreme Law of the Land in 
Fergus county. 
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I, Thomas R. Girvin, freely admit the Sovereign Richard E. Wilson duly instructed me 
through lawful caveat of treble damages which could accrue against me in my public office for 
any mal-feasance, mis-feasance, nuis-feasance, non-feasance, or perjury upon my public oath 
of office whether or not I, Thomas R. Girvin did obey the supreme Law of the Land and duly 
bond my public oath of office with Dollars of Money as provided by Law in our organic 
Constitution of Montana, and further supported by our national constitution which still 
contains the principles of Magna Charta, of which I, Thomas R. Girvin must now admit I did 
not give a whit, nor did I care to diligently discover my obligations until this “True Bill” 
became public as the Right and Duty of the Sovereign Richard E. Wilson to compel specific 
perfonnance from the subject under the principle stated by the founding fathers in our Nation 
by binding them down with the chains of the Constitution. I, Thomas R. Girvin know the 
principle in “Holy Scriptures” compels the hireling to be faithful to his Master, and that 
every man is worthy of his hire. 

I, Thomas R. Girvin, either knew or should have known, my associates Debbie L. Pallett and 
Thomas P. Meissner could cause me limited liability by their baseless opinions, but by my 
own neglect in evaluating said bogus opinions from my purported superiors my limited 
liability has come home to roost in a manner of speaking by the public record which I, 
Thomas R. Girvin and my mentors have created for all the public to see in relation to our 
Courts of Justice which must be always open to the Sovereign in our Common Law venue, 
with its original and exclusive jurisdiction in Lergus county organized for judicial purposes 
whether or not I, Thomas R. Girvin have been on “vacation”. 

I, Thomas R. Girvin, know and understand the principles of principal and agent, and 
therefore, in the interests of substantial justice, and in compliance with any consideration 
sufficient to support a simple contract in purview of my public oath of office to the Sovereign, 
Richard E. Wilson and by our limited liability public policy insurance adjuster Mark O’Keefe, 
in our corporation state of Montana, I, Thomas R. Girvin must make timely answer to this 
due Presentment private security agreement in the law of the place under the tenor of this 
agreement, or in the alternative, by this courtesy presentment, and upon my continued failure 
to state a claim upon which relief could be granted, I, Thomas R. Girvin, am liable to the 
Sovereign Richard E. Wilson for the sum certain amount of One Million Seven Hundred Lorty 
Two Thousand, Live Hundred ( 1,742,500.00 ) Dollars of Money in his State, in Lergus county 
in our United States of America so help me God, similar to my public oath of office which 
must be obeyed by me, Thomas R. Girvin under simple contract law in the country of 
Montana, a separate jurisdiction from within the United States. 

I, Thomas R. Girvin, either knew or should have known certain color of law Unifonn 
Commercial Code concepts which the Sovereign Richard E. Wilson has applied to me in my 
delinquent state, some of which are contained in this special Private security agreement “True 
Bill” causing my demise in this state as contained in the copyrighted codes which my 
associates also do not fully comprehend nor obey. Said codes include but are not limited to 
the following: U.C.C. sections 1-207.7, 1-103.6, 1-105, 9-501, 9-403(1), 3-501, 3-401, 3-504, 
3-505, 3-601, Rule 902 especially in respect of notary public in foreign jurisdictions and the 
like, all made an integral part of this Private security agreement “True Bill” under simple 
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contract law, with remedy for the Sovereign Richard E. Wilson under U.C.C. § 1-201 (34) & 
( 36 ), through pre-code law of necessity to prevent irreparable injury to innocent Private 
parties'. 

I, Thomas R. Girvin, know and understand, my public office as Justice of the Peace in 
Fergus county organized for judicial purposes compels me to enter upon public record under 
public law this due presentment private security agreement “True Bill”, through legal notices 
of necessity for the Sovereign Richard E. Wilson under the principles our Courts of Justice are 
always open and for every wrong there is a remedy in Law. Si judicas cognosce! 

Further I, Thomas R. Girvin sayeth naught in this private security agreement “True Bill” 
under public law in our comitatus, Fergus county, in our country of Montana in our Nation in 
America, in these several States of this Union. 

Attestation:_ 

Thomas R. Girvin, non-bonded Fergus county-court J.P. 
in our country of Montana, non-domestic to the United States 

Acknowledgment by the Sovereign: 


Richard E. Wilson, in re, in Fergus county, in our country of Montana 
c/o P.O. Box 426, Denton, Montana state, U.S. of A.. 

Duly Sealed by Notary Public in our country of Montana 
in Fergus county, in these United States of America 
United States of America) 

Montana state { organic } ) ss. before our judicial officer 

Fergus county ) 

I, Anna I. Kramlich, duly commissioned and privately bonded notary public in the county and 
State aforesaid hereby attest and acknowledge the facts and due presentments signed by the 

Sovereign, Richard E. Wilson, before me on this_day of September, in the year of our 

Almighty God, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D., are true, correct and certain and duly 
entered upon public record in Fergus county as my Right and my Duty in our country of 
Montana under our organic law, our enabling act and simple contract. 

_, Notary Public Seal. 


My commission expires:_ 

Fees:_ 

Oath:_ 

Affidavit:_ Public record number 

Mileage:_ 

Postage:_ 

Misc: 
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STATE OF THE FORUM COMMON LAW UCC/MCA 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) 

FS-4 PRIVATE SECURITY AGREEMENT NON-NEGOTIABLE "TRUE BILL" 

means bargain of the parties in fact 
CRAIG V. MISSOURI 29 US (IV PET.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Greta M. Ross, individually, and as commissioned agent for the national and international 
bankruptcy, jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "true bill" FS-4 PRIVATE 
security agreement under the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these due 
PRESENTMENTS for acceptance without dishonor under MCA §§ 30-3-504 & 505, through principles of 
MCA § 30-1-103 by undue influence, principal and agent, fraud , misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, 
duress, law of contracts, estoppel, bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of 
the forum Common Law under MCA § 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) herein contained agree as follows: 

On or about the_ day of_, 199_, and at prior times, I, Greta M. Ross, acting under 

undue influence and misrepresentation through false swearing of the non-licensed non-bonded John R. 
Christensen, an agent for the non-registered non-bonded law firm Hubble & Christensen, did willfully, 
knowingly, and voluntarily sign a fraudulent nisi prius decree, order for judgment against freeman character 
Richard E. Wilson in his state, when in fact and in Law I, Greta M. Ross, did have prior notice and 
knowledge given to me by due presentments by the self-governing Sovereign himself concerning his exempt 
PRIVATE property which could not ever be subject of foreclosure actions in our Common Law original and 
exclusive venue and jurisdiction as evidenced by the freeman character Richard E. Wilson special 
proceedings duly fded, recorded and in progress at all times prior to my willful and knowing signing of this 
fraudulent nisi prius decree, by order of John L. Warner, and of which I, Greta M. Ross, either knew or 
should have known the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his state, had not waived either express or 
implied his original venue nor exclusive jurisdiction in and for Fergus comitatus, especially for reasons in 
Law the freeman character Richard E. Wilson is not a citizen of the United States nor is he a resident of the 
political will corporation state of Montana d/b/a public policy bankrupt United States under colorable acts of 
congress privileges and immunities engaged in the acceptance of limited liability through acts of adhesion 
contracts to immoral commerce against their subjects. 

I, Greta M. Ross, have been acting in concert with the following named accomplices citizens of the 
United States, Peter L. Rapkoch, John L. Warner, Roy C. Rodeghiero, Wayne C. Edwards, Mike Zacker, 
David Stuvor, Ann Brodsky, John Peake, Joseph R. Biden, Jr., Frances Stephens, Eugene Couch, Max 
Baucus, Mike McCord, Donald W. Hutchinson, Tom Killam, Lou Aleksich, Jr., and Paul G. Hatfield, who 
have aided and abetted me in the successful criminal trespass upon the natural Law unalienable Rights of 
Liberty which the freeman character Richard E. Wilson would not waive in any manner whatsoever for his 
obedience to Almighty God, no matter how hard we, the above named citizens of the United States and 
residents of the State of Montana, attempted to have him join in our Satanic cult worship to the Baal god 
Mammon. 

I, Greta M. Ross, either knew or should have known our adopted attorney and lawyer rules Uniform 
Commercial Code provided for Rights and Remedies at the course of the Common Law by choice for the 
self-governing Sovereign at UCC § 1-103.6 as in Anderson's on the UCC, and that the statutes must be read 
in harmony with the Common Law and are applicable by choice for the self-governing Sovereign freeman 
character Richard E. Wilson in his territorial original and exclusive venue and jurisdiction which I, Greta M. 
Ross, knew and understood the invincible freeman character Richard E. Wilson had never waived and would 


TRUE BILL 


PRIVATE SECURITY AGREEMENT 


PAGE 1 OF 3 




not ever waive either express or implied under his obedience to the Almighty God, and we, meaning I, Greta 
M. Ross, and my co-conspirators above named can only look on in amazement as we continue in our sins 
whether by direct commission or by omissions, albeit covered by our public trust under our public oath of 
office to the People of the Posterity of like character as the self-governing Sovereign freeman character 
Richard E. Wilson in his state. 

I, Greta M. Ross, know and understand the reason our fraternal brotherhood a/k/a shysters have been 
removing statutes from the Montana Codes Annotated for many years and in their stead placing the words 
“reserved”, without ever having been prosecuted for these willful, knowing and intentional crimes in our 
ongoing efforts to overthrow the supremacy Common Law and its real intent in our Fergus comitatus. This 
effort was accomplished with ease for the very fact every time the freeman character Richard E. Wilson 
brought our attention to pertinent Montana Codes Annotated which we could not overcome, we, the co¬ 
conspirators with the aid and assistance of our team members did remove said statutes to attempt to hide the 
fact the supremacy Common Law is the rule of decision in this free and independent State, meaning in this 
specific cause of action the freeman character Richard E. Wilson under the full trust of my public oath of 
office wherein I, Greta M. Ross, did swear I would faithfully protect, defend, secure, and guarantee to the 
freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his state, his natural Law unalienable Rights by our Constitution of 
Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D., no matter what the level of my hatred for the 
shining example peculiar treasure. 

I, Greta M. Ross, know and understand the colorable Uniform Commercial Code of common usage 
which merely concerns the slaves subjected to the whim of acts of congress under contractual nexus, but 
what I had not discerned was the fact the freemen characters' under their sole and exclusive right of 
governing themselves, as a free sovereign and independent State, was protected by me under my public oath 
of office under pains and penalties of perjury, albeit admittedly and deliberately disobeyed by me, Greta M. 
Ross, in my blind obedience to my Master, the Masonic brethren of Luciferian leadership skillfully 
manipulated by our black robed brethren in chancery nisi prius proceedings. 

I, Greta M. Ross, know and understand the damages to the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in 
his state, as caused by my willful, knowing and voluntary participation in the facts as contained in safe 
keeping with my known prostitute accomplices, reveal the ongoing criminal conspiracy aimed specially and 
expressly at the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in and for Fergus comitatus in his state in Montana, is 
for the sum certain amount of Five Million (5,000,000) Dollars of Money in Lawful Money in the several 
states of this Union of States in America which can only be in minted Coin of gold or silver substance, and 
by our amazing feat of “constructive fraud”, has become made unavailable to the freeman character Richard 
E. Wilson in this Montana state whereby said freeman character Richard E. Wilson would have the 
possibility in Law to pay over a debt in Dollars of Money and gain a document of title under our colorable 
Unifonn Commercial Code and to protect his natural Law unalienable Rights of Liberty from Almighty God, 
the freeman character Richard E. Wilson would, of necessity, by his own unrestricted free will resort to the 
pre Code law under the Negotiable Instruments Law for his Remedy with or without resort to a legislative 
tribunal which is restricted from hearing matters in Law, and further restricted from the presentments by titles 
of nobility without grant of leave by the Court of the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his self- 
governing state, and I, Greta M. Ross, either knew or should have known the freeman character Richard E. 
Wilson has not now, nor ever has in the past, granted such leave of the Court to our Satanic Babylonian 
incestuous brethren of political prostitutes to our Master, the god of evil and hatred through acts of 
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licentiousness as described more fully in the very short book of Jude in the Holy Scriptures, for both sexual 
and commercial acts by certain evil and wicked men who have crept in from time immemorial. 

I, Greta M. Ross, having this due Presentment courtesy by this bona fide notice and knowledge, agree 
to make an obedience answer to this due Private presentment within ten (10) days of service of this Common 
Law PRIVATE security agreement “True Bill” upon me, or by my failure of any consideration sufficient to 
support a simple contract as evidenced by the enclosed signed public contract, i.e., my public oath of office, 

I, Greta M. Ross, may finally stand trial in the county-court a/k/a comitatus as in Coke on the Magna Charta, 
for my complicity in the Common Law crimes of forcible entry, unlawful detainer, libel, slander, armed 
robbery, extortion, criminal fraud, mail fraud, and constructive fraud upon the sole and exclusive right of 
self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State, of the People of the Posterity who having 
discovered our crimes against these separate peculiar treasure which I, Greta M. Ross, by my public oath of 
office under pains and penalties of perjury will not violate, especially upon this bona fide courtesy by this 
Common Law due Private presentment in the interests of substantial justice in and for Fergus county in this 
Montana state in these several states in this Union of States in America. 

I, Greta M. Ross, public hireling, further sayeth naught; 

Acknowledgment at the course of the Common Law: 


Greta M. Ross, under pains and penalties of perjury pursuant to my public oath of office 

AS CLERK OF DISTRICT COURT IN FERGUS COUNTY, or by {“nihil dicit”} 

Attestation by the free sovereign and independent State: 


Richard E. Wilson, jus soli, jus sanguinis, jure corona, sui juris in and for Fergus comitatus 

TESTE MEIPSO THIS 25TH DAY OF JANUARY, IN THE YEAR OF OUR ALMIGHTY GOD, 

in Jesus name, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D. 


Common Law Jurat: 
Common Law Jurat: 


, in Law “freeman character” 


, in Law “freeman character” 


Common Law Jurat: 


, in Law “freeman character” 
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State of the forum Common Law UCC § 1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C. - 4 Private Security Agreement Non-Negotiable "True Bill" 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig vs. Missouri 29 Us (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Gunnar Nelson, individually, and as partner of Nelson Properties, a Minnesota partnership, 
Harold Nelson, Gunnar Nelson and Wayne Nelson, jointly and severally attest to these facts in 
this non-negotiable "True Bill" U.C.C. - 4 Private security agreement under the principle of 
ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these due presentments for acceptance 
without dishonor under U.C.C. § 3-504 & U.C.C. § 3-505, through principles of U.C.C. § 1-103 
by undue influence, principal and agent, fraud, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, duress, law 
of contracts, estoppel, bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of 
the forum common law under U.C.C. § 1-105 (N.I.L.) ( conflicts of law ) herein contained agree 
with the Sovereign Donald G. Nelson as follows: 

On the_day of_, 19_, I, Gunnar Nelson, did then and there 

put myself upon simple contract to Donald G. Nelson for specific purpose of paying over to 

Donald G. Nelson the sum certain amount of $_, for his quarter share 

holdings in our former partnership as evidenced by private and public papers, documents, 
instruments, deeds, and other writings in possession of Donald G. Nelson and certain public 
recordings in and for Ramsey county in our country of Minnesota. 

I, Gunnar Nelson, hereby admit of the fact I retained a title of nobility named Brian D. Wenger 
who purported to be employed by the law firm Briggs and Morgan who did aid and abet me and 
my brothers Harold and Wayne in our constructive fraud against our brother Donald G. Nelson 
through our breach of contract in relation to Nelson Properties and the amounts Harold, Wayne 
and I, Gunnar Nelson had agreed to pay over to Donald G. Nelson for value received. 

I, Gunnar Nelson, know and understand the tenn constructive fraud is with or without scienter 
and provable upon this Court of Record pursuant to the course of the common law should I, 
Gunnar Nelson fail to honor my prior commitments to my brother Donald G. Nelson, evidenced 
in the eye of two or more witnesses upon which a matter shall be settled, the same as is quoted in 

“Holy Scriptures” . 

I, Gunnar Nelson, freely admit the fact I understand the concepts of U.C.C. § 1-103 
aforementioned under the tenor of this special private presentment security agreement “True 
Bill” with its ten ( 10 ) day time limit of courtesy presentment for me to reach a decision in 
satisfaction for the tenns of specific perfonnance to a simple contract based upon the facts as 
contained in the private possession of the Sovereign Donald G. Nelson in his country of 
Minnesota. 

I, Gunnar Nelson, either knew or should have known my willful, knowing and intentional acts 
of contracting with assistance of counsel against the Sovereign Donald G. Nelson carried a 
specific perfonnance responsibility upon my part of which I, Gunnar Nelson, must now admit I 
did not prove worthy of my hire as evidenced by the facts wherein the Sovereign Donald G. 
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Nelson has been damaged through my neglect and non-performance of simple contract creating a 
liability for me as well as for my retained law firms Thiel, Sorenson, Thiel, Campbell and 
Gunderson, and Briggs and Morgan. 

I, Gunnar Nelson, know full well our supreme Law of the Land created by our Mighty One 
Yahweh, was founded by men of great integrity and character, very similar to the freeman 
character Donald G. Nelson who has given to me private and public notice and knowledge which 
should have prevented my complicity with the infidels and delinquents upon my own 
understanding of right from wrong, whether or whether not coupled with my greed, envy, hatred 
and spite. 

I, Gunnar Nelson, either knew or should have known the fact our corporation courts are corrupt 
to the core, very similar to my retained counsel Bar Association agents acting as titles of nobility 
which are forbidden by their public oaths of office as recorded with the office of our appellate 
branch of our supreme court in our State of Minnesota, compact party state of Minnesota 
notwithstanding. 

I, Gunnar Nelson, either knew or should have known my willful and knowing accomplices 
above named, would have to answer in one form or another for our willful and knowing 
participation in theft of Private property via constructive fraud, with or without resort to a 
tribunal, but nevertheless subject to our own aliens rules a/k/a Unifonn Commercial Code 
through our devisees shysters chastised by Emmanuel as in Luke in “Holy Scriptures” . 

I, Gunnar Nelson, know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the 
prima facie real evidence I, Gunnar Nelson, having retained a puppet for the State Bar of 
Minnesota and their kind, and accepted blindly their sub-culture, am now in this unilateral 
agreement up to and including over my head with no where to go but for truth which cleanses all, 
in due time ex vi tennini. 

I, Gunnar Nelson, either knew or should have known the corrupt judge Joanne M. Smith was 
acting in concert with the law firms Thiel, Sorenson, Thiel, Campbell and Gunderson and Briggs 
and Morgan, by and through their agent Brian D. Wenger under color of law utilizing concepts in 
our Unifonn Commercial Code which could entrap the unwary into our unilateral agreements 
which do not contain the specific performance elements of simple contract causing damages to 
the unsuspecting private parties who have not been programmed into our so-called public law 
schools of sub-culture in worship of Mammon. 

I, Gunnar Nelson, know and understand Private contracts supersede mere unilateral agreements, 
and the relief and remedy available for Donald G. Nelson is presented in our own customs 
manual, even though I, Gunnar Nelson and my criminal associates have no clue as to how or 
why it works this way, even though my own acquiescence will subdue me in my present path of 
disrespect, greed, and self-aggrandizements which no association Bar attorney nor licensed 
lawyer can explain nor correct our errors other than full confession and restitution for damages 
already caused to Donald G. Nelson in and for Ramsey county in our country of Minnesota in 
these several States in our Nation in America. 
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I, Gunnar Nelson, know and understand my hired lawyer and attorney associates own Uniform 
Commercial Code cannot be defended by their club a/k/a State Bar of Minnesota when Lawfully 
applied against us by the learned and wise men such as Donald G. Nelson in and for Ramsey 
county, the peculiar treasure of necessity who has implemented by free choice his original and 
exclusive jurisdiction in common law venue, leaving our immoral commercial concepts wailing 
and knashing in our own confusion which is duly exposed in the short Book of Jude in “Holy 
Scriptures” . 

I, Gunnar Nelson, know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide non-negotiable private 
presentment security agreement “True Bill” from the Sovereign Donald G. Nelson under his 
sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State, a willful 
and knowing breach of contract subjects me, Gunnar Nelson, to Private and public punishments 
while under specific perfonnance through delegation of authority, whether or whether not I, 
Gunnar Nelson, have been misguided, misinformed, and mislead by my willful and knowing 
fraternal brethren criminal accomplices named herein. 

I, Gunnar Nelson, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail in our country of 
Minnesota, and under the alien's “system”, no matter how colorable, the Unifonn Commercial 
Code was adequate to punish even our most mentally corrupt and deficient delinquents, 
insurgents, infidels and criminal co-conspirators, and also including my brothers Harold and 
Wayne. 

I, Gunnar Nelson, individually, and as willful and knowing accomplice of my fraternal 
associates above named, jointly and severally, know and understand the tenn constructive fraud 
with or without scienter, and the tenn conversion, and the tenn consideration, and the tenn 
obligation of contract, therefore; based upon this special, express, and explicit knowledge, I, 
Gunnar Nelson, individually, and as accomplice with my criminal associates above named, 
jointly and severally will become liable to the freeman character Donald G. Nelson on sight, on 
demand, should I, Gunnar Nelson, fail to comprehend the magnitude of my omissions and 
commissions under simple contract Law, especially under our supremacy Common Law, a/k/a as 
our organic Law in hannony with “Holy Scriptures” , the foundation of our Law, and 
specifically for reasons in simple contract Law I, Gunnar Nelson, would fail to answer this due 
private presentment non-negotiable security agreement “True Bill” in any manner whatsoever by 
this tender offer for any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract, especially under the 
provisions of U.C.C. § 1-103 which provide for misrepresentation, undue influence, duress, 
principal and agent, bankruptcy and estoppel, through the Common Law under U.C.C. § 1-103.6 
as in Anderson's on the Uniform Commercial Code , and as explained more fully in the Bank 
Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking Law , and in conjunction with the UCC at § 3- 
103(1) which I know and understand is quoted: “This Article does not apply to money, 
documents of title,--”. 

I, Gunnar Nelson, do not fully understand the difference between the terms non-negotiable and 
negotiable, but after this special private security agreement “True Bill” extended to me by the 
courtesy of making an answer within ten (10) days to the freeman character Donald G. Nelson, I, 
Gunnar Nelson, admit this is ample time for me to learn this most important facet in Law. 
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I, Gunnar Nelson, freely admit the fact theft of private property is criminal in nature, even when 
accomplished through my willful association and payment through titles of nobility law firms 
acting in concert with corporation judges seated as tribunals of conciliation and making findings 
without the aid of trial by jurymen of peers at the course of the common law. 

For my willful and knowing participation in this conversion of Private property concerning the 
Sovereign Donald G. Nelson, I, Gunnar Nelson, now know I must answer this courtesy 
presentment within ten (10) days of this due service upon me, or through my continued ignorance 
in Law, coupled with the pressures of my willful and knowing criminal accomplices, I, Gunnar 
Nelson, will become liable for the sum certain amount of damages occurring to the Sovereign 
Donald G. Nelson in this Private matter for One Hundred Million ( 100,000,000.00 ) Dollars of 
Lawful Money of Account, especially under our own rules a/k/a Unifonn Commercial Code, 
which was adopted by my adviser accomplices themselves, purportedly learned in law. 

I, Gunnar Nelson, admit in this special private non-negotiable security agreement “True Bill”, 
the fact I do know and understand the tenn accommodation, the term surety, the term guarantor, 
the tenn Maker, the tenn Payee, and the term Drawer as could be duly presented in a special 
private collections item restricted endorsement Documentary Draft distress wanant or certified 
money order, drawn “without recourse” by the Sovereign free inhabitant Donald G. Nelson, 
without prejudice to the Sovereign in his Common Law venue state of the forum under the 
Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and through a privately bonded Notary 
Public under protest as in Rule 9(d), 44.1, 902(3)(A)(B) 8 & 9, enforceable under UCC § 9-501 
“nihil dicif’. 

I, Gunnar Nelson, admit conversion is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through Common 
Law Affidavit in this Minnesota state in these several States in this union of States in America. 

Attestation: by Gunnar Nelson, individually, and as partner in Nelson Properties, jointly and severally. 

Private Seal: _ 

Gunnar Nelson, bona fide, and subject nihil dicit 

Acknowledgment: by the free inhabitant Donald G. Nelson in Law 

teste meipso this_ day of_, in the year 

of our Almighty God, in Jesus name, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D. 

per curiam: _ 

Donald G. Nelson, private property owner, in and for Ramsey county, in our 
country of Minnesota, in these United States of America, expressly not “within” 
the admitted bankrupt United States, 
notary public Seal:_ 

1,_, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered 

and privately bonded notary public in our county, township, and country aforesaid, hereby attest and 
acknowledge the facts as duly presented before me by the free inhabitant Donald G. Nelson known to me 

who signed said presentments before me on this_day of_, in the year of our Mighty 

One, Yahweh, through our Redeemer Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Fees:_, Oath:_, Postage:_, 

Mileage:_, Affidavit:_, Misc.:_. 
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U.C.C./FS-4 Private security agreement “TRUE BILL” 

{bargain of the parties in fact} 

CRAIG V. MISSOURI 29 US (IV PET.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Paul G. Hatfield, individually, and as executive appointed executive employee under federal form 61, jointly and 
severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable non-standard form U.C.C./FS-4 PRIVATE security agreement 
“True Bill” under the principle of "ignorance of the law is no excuse", and therefore, by these due 
PRESENTMENTS for acceptance without dishonor under MCA §§ 30-3-504 & 505, through principles of MCA § 
30-1-103 of undue influence, duress, coercion, mistake, misrepresentation, fraud, principal and agent, law of 
contracts, estoppel, bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and by our supremacy Common Law 
(applicable Law under MCA § 30-1-105 N.I.L.) herein contained agree as follows: 

In the year of 1992, and at future times I, Paul G. Hatfield, commissioner for the public policy “within” the 
bankrupt United States did willfully, knowingly, and voluntarily by my own acts by commissions and acts of 
omissions in direct relation to the sovereign American freeman character Richard E. Wilson, cause a breach of trust 
pursuant to my official specific performance public bond under public trust in purview of our original handwritten 
Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D., and did then and there cause a Common 
Law crime of forcible entry upon the close, unlawful detainer, libel and slander against the good name, the good 
character, the good standing, the good credit, the good reputation and the Right of Private contract of the freeman 
character Richard E. Wilson, in his state, meaning his sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign 
and independent State in and for Fergus county/comitatus by his Lawful Authority under our original handwritten 
Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D.. 

It is not yet fully clear to me, Paul G. Hatfield, as agent for the bankrupt public policy “within” the United 
States, the extent of Lawful judicial Power and judicial Authority possessed by the Kings' Bench and the Justices' 
Courts in their comitatus, but by this due Private PRESENTMENT in Law, and by the conflicts of Law under the 
Negotiable Instruments Law it is becoming more and more clear to me, Paul G. Hatfield, admitted non-registered 
foreign agent acting in concert with INTERPOL, at all times, especially under UCC § 1-103.6 as in Anderson's on 
the Uniform Commercial Code , by the meaning of the term " fraud ", since some of my cohorts in our criminal activity 
have suggested to me we are in trouble and the People of the Posterity in Montana do know and understand their 
judicial Power and judicial Authority under their territorial venue original and exclusive jurisdiction, with official 
national protections for them at their supremacy Common Law, and by reason of our failures under our own 
colorable rules and codes as in 18 U.S.C. § 2386, which I fully know and understand is a felony with five years 
prison term as the just punishment, and We further admit of the Lawful existence of their posse comitatus by our own 
colorable rules and codes at 18 U.S.C., § 1385. 

I, Paul G. Hatfield, individually, and as a known non-registered foreign agent for our title of nobility 
bankrupt municipal political will corporation “within” the United States acting in concert with INTERPOL and the 
International Monetary Fund, jointly and severally, hereby admit Article 1, Section 10, Clause 1 of our national 
constitution, prohibits me, Paul G. Hatfield under pains and penalties of perjury in purview of my public oath of 
office signed by my hand and my seal, and my willful and knowing non-registered foreign agent accomplices under 
our title of nobility foederal (federal) agency a/k/a federal lending institutions who are in direct violation of the 
national constitution, while doing business in the several states, meaning the fifty States on an equal footing with the 
thirteen original Colonies, through the enabling act as contained within the original handwritten Constitution of 
Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D., from foreclosure actions in any State Court against the 
sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State, freeman character Richard E. 
Wilson in and for Fergus county/comitatus, for reasons in Law any such action caused by us (titles of nobility) is 
repugnant to the original handwritten Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D.. 

I, Paul G. Hatfield, either knew or should have known, by my position as commissioner for the public 
policy bankruptcy “within” the United States, the state banks could not ever Lawfully loan any Dollars of Money to 
the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in and for Fergus county/comitatus, for reasons in Law, through acts of 
congress, no such Lawful Dollars of Money have been in public circulation in Montana ( a country ) at the time of 
the original signing of any note, mortgage, or any other type of agreement or contract which may have been signed 
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by the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, (whether or whether not induced by undue influence, misrepresentation, 
or fraud), between Basin State Bank d/b/a “within” the United States and the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in 
his self-governing free sovereign and independent State, a foreign country in relation to our public policy bankrupt 
political will corporation United States. 

As public commissioner, I, Paul G. Hatfield, knew and understood, there was no Law, either statute, or 
Common Law, which could allow me, Paul G. Hatfield, to order Robert M. Holter, a fellow commissioner a/k/a U.S. 
magistrate, to attempt to adjudicate matters in Law or hear matters of fact without the special, express and explicit 
permission of the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, which this Court of Record shows said freeman character 
Richard E. Wilson did not waive either express or implied his sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free 
sovereign and independent State in and for Fergus comitatus in Montana in America. This particular portion of this 
Private agreement is provable by the clerk of court in the district court of the united States of America under the 
division of the courts, especially under our organic Law. 

I, Paul G. Hatfield, commissioner “within” the United States, either knew or should have known my Lawful 
authority for committing these willful, knowing, and intentional acts against the natural Law unalienable Rights of 
Liberty of the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his self-governing State, whether by my own commissions or 
my own omissions in purview of my Lawful scope of authority under my delegation of authority under my foreign 
principal is limited and restricted by our own political will bankrupt corporation statute-merchant codes and other 
Law , and in purview of the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in and for Fergus county/comitatus, do not now, nor 
did I, Paul G. Hatfield, have in the past, any legal nor Lawful authority to restrain the natural Law unalienable Right 
of Liberty by Right of Inheritance from Almighty God, which is possessed by the freeman character Richard E. 
Wilson in his free sovereign and independent State, through my delegation of authority office which supports, 
protects, defends, and guarantees to the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his supremacy Common Law in his 
comitatus these fundamental, vested, absolute, natural Law unalienable Rights under our national and our state 
constitutions “without” the United States in America. 

I, Paul G. Hatfield, acting in concert with the non-registered foreign agents of the United States, also knew 
and admit the Right of trial by jurymen of peers for the freeman character is beyond my scope of authority and limits 
of discretion to deny to the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, to enforce a summary judgment as against the 
freeman character Richard E. Wilson in and for Fergus county/comitatus, thereby denying, delaying, and selling 
justice to the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his State, which is repugnant to our original handwritten 
Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D., specifically under Article III, section 
23, which I admit as quoted: “The right of trial by jury shall be secured to all, and remain inviolate - 

I, Paul G. Hatfield, by reason of this due Private PRESENTMENT through this public and Private notice 
served upon me by the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in and for Fergus county/comitatus, fully know and 
understand I must immediately cease and desist in this Common Law forcible entry upon the close by unlawful 
detainer against the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his self-governing State, and the libel and slander which 
was caused against the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, by me, Paul G. Hatfield, willfully acting in concert with 
my willful and knowing accomplices, partially listed by names herein but not limited to: John R. Christensen, Greta 
M. Ross, Robert M. Holter, Peter L. Rapkoch, Roy C. Rodeghiero, John L. Warner, Mike Zacher, Donald W. 
Hutchinson, John Peake, Tom Killam, Mike McCord, Max Baucus, and Ann Brodsky. 

As a direct consequence of my willful, knowing and voluntary participation in the facts as presented by me, 
Paul G. Hatfield, in this due PRESENTMENT Private security agreement “TRUE BILL”, I, Paul G. Hatfield, 
individually, and as agent for title of nobility “within” the United States, jointly and severally, agree the damages 
which I, Paul G. Hatfield, have caused against the sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and 
independent State, Richard E. Wilson in and for Fergus county/comitatus, his heirs, his assigns, and his Posterity, are 
for the sum certain amount of Four Million (4,000,000) Dollars of Money as Lawfully defined by the united States of 
America through acts of congress in compliance with the original handwritten Constitution of Montana in the year of 
Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine A.D., and our national constitution in the year of Seventeen Hundred Eighty Seven, 
A.D.. 
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For good cause shown upon this Court of Record in this Justices' Court, it appearing to me, Paul G. 
Hatfield, non-registered foreign agent under INTERPOL and acting in concert with the International Monetary Fund, 
by these known facts in this due PRESENTMENT Private security agreement “TRUE BILL”, I, Paul G. Hatfield, 
individually, and as commissioner agent for the public policy bankrupt corporation “within” the United States, 
jointly and severally, have by this courtesy ten (10) days to answer this due PRESENTMENT Private security 
agreement “True Bill” served upon me by the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in and for Fergus 
county/comitatus, for my willful and knowing acts of trespass against the Private Liberty enjoyed by the freeman 
character Richard E. Wilson in and for Fergus county/comitatus, which by my willful, knowing, and intentional acts, 
whether by commission or omission, aided and abetted by my willing and knowing accomplices named herein, has 
been committed against the sovereign freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his State, and 1 must sign bona fide 
this due PRESENTMENT non-negotiable, non-standard form Private security agreement "True Bill" and the 
attached U.C.C./FS-l non-standard, non-negotiable form, or in the alternative, by my right to default " nihil dicit ". 
allow the accommodation/ surety/ guarantor signature under MCA § 30-3-415 by enforcement's at MCA § 30-9-501 
for any judicial process whatsoever in Law by parties power to choose applicable Law under MCA § 30-1-105 
through protections for the freeman character Richard E. Wilson under his sole and exclusive Right of self-governing 
as a free sovereign and independent State, at MCA § 30-1-207 for reasons under contract law to specific 
performance by principal and agent at MCA § 30-1-103 conflict of Laws hereinabove enumerated. 

I, Paul G. Hatfield, acting in concert with non-registered foreign agents of the United States, know and 
understand the supremacy Common Law ninety-nine (99) year limit for Common Law liens duly filed and duly 
recorded by the office of clerk of our one Supreme Court a/k/a the office of the clerk and recorder in and for Fergus 
county/comitatus as entered by suit of the sovereign (Court) freeman character Richard E. Wilson, with or without 
resort to a legislative created tribunal, especially upon this prior courtesy of ten (10) day final notice, and 
enforceable under the full faith and credit of the united States of America under the Uniform Enforcement of Foreign 
Judgments Act at Rule 9(e), 44.1, Rule 902(3)(A)(B), (8) & (9), MCA § 25-9-502, MCA § 30-9-501 et al„ in this 
state of the forum supremacy Common Law in and for Fergus county/comitatus under the conflicts of law provisions 
of the Uniform Commercial Code as adopted into our political will bankrupt municipal corporate non-registered non- 
bonded compact party state of Montana d/b/a “within” the United States and executable in the foreign country of 
Montana “Republican Form of Government” People of the Posterity in and for their respective comitatus in their 
Nation in America. 

Private seal Acknowledgment: “judici satis poena est, quod Deum habet ultorem” 


Paul G. Hatfield, individually, and as commissioner “within” the bankrupt United States, 
jointly and severally acting as title of nobility * * * "nihil dicit” 

teste this_day of_, in the year of our Almighty God, 

Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four A.D. . 

PRIVATE SEAL OF SUIT OF THE SOVEREIGN: "without prejudice" and "without recourse" 

with special, express, and explicit reservation of all natural Law unalienable Rights of Inheritance 

from Almighty GOD, waiving none ever in and for Fergus comitatus in Montana in America. 

ATTESTATION: _ 

Richard E. Wilson, jus soli, jus sanguinis, jure coronae, sui juris character 
teste meipso this 25th day of January, in the year of our Almighty God, 
Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four A.D. 

J urat in Law: _ 

Honorable J ustice , in Law 

J urat in Law: _ 

Honorable J ustice , in Law 

J urat in Law: _ 

Honorable J ustice , in Law 
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U.C.C./FS-4 Private security agreement “TRUE BILL” 

{bargain of the parties in fact} 

CRAIG V. MISSOURI 29 US (IV PET.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Robert M. Holter, United States magistrate, individually, and as agent for the political will coiporation 
bankrupt United States, jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable U.C.C./FS-4 
PRIVATE security agreement "true bill" under the principle of "ignorance of the law is no excuse", and 
therefore, by these due PRESENTMENTS for acceptance without dishonor under MCA §§ 30-3-504 & 505, 
through principles of MCA § 30-1-103 of undue influence, duress, coercion, mistake, misrepresentation, 
fraud, principal and agent, law of contracts, estoppel, bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes 
and by our supremacy Common Law (applicable Law under MCA § 30-1-105 N.I.L.) herein contained agree 
as follows: 

On or about the_ day of_, 199_, and at prior times I, Robert M. Holter, did 

willfully, knowingly, and voluntarily by my own acts by commissions and acts of omissions in direct 
relation to the sovereign American freeman character Richard E. Wilson, cause a breach of trust pursuant to 
my official specific performance public bond under public trust by my agency public oath of office in 
purview of our original handwritten Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, 
A.D., and did then and there cause a Common Law crime of forcible entry upon the close, unlawful detainer, 
libel and slander against the good name, the good character, the good standing, the good credit, the good 
reputation and the Right of Private contract of the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, in his state, 
meaning his sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State by his 
Lawful Authority under our original handwritten Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred 
Eighty Nine, A.D.. 

It is not yet fully clear to me, Robert M. Holter, as non-registered foreign agent for the United 
States, the extent of Lawful judicial Power and judicial Authority possessed by the Kings' Bench and the 
Justices' Courts in their comitatus, but by this DUE PRIVATE PRESENTMENT in Law and by the conflicts 
of Law under the Negotiable Instruments Law it is becoming more and more clear to me, Robert M. Holter, 
admitted non-registered foreign agent acting in concert with INTERPOL, at all times, especially under UCC 
§ 1-103.6 as in Anderson's on the Uniform Commercial Code, by the meaning of the term " fraud ", since 
some of my cohorts in our criminal activity herein named, have suggested to me we are in trouble and the 
People of the Posterity in Montana do know and understand their judicial Power and judicial Authority 
under their original and exclusive venue and jurisdiction, with official national protections for them at their 
supremacy Common Law and by reason of our failures under our own colorable rules and codes as in 18 
U.S.C. § 2386, which I fully know and understand is a felony with five years prison term as the just 
punishment, and We further admit of the Lawful existence of their posse comitatus by our own colorable 
rules and codes at 18 U.S.C., § 1385. 

I, Robert M. Holter, individually, and as a known non-registered foreign agent for our title of 
nobility bankrupt municipal political will corporation State of Montana d/b/a “within” the bankrupt United 
States, jointly and severally, hereby admit Article 1, Section 10, Clause 1 of our national constitution, 
prohibits me, Robert M. Holter, and my willful and knowing accomplices named herein, under our title of 
nobility foederal (federal) agency a/k/a federal lending institutions who are in direct violation of the national 
constitution, while doing business in the several states, meaning the fifty States on and equal footing with 
the thirteen original Colonies, through the enabling act as contained within the Constitution of Montana in 
the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D., from foreclosure actions in any State Court against the sole 
and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State, freeman character Richard 
E. Wilson, for reasons in Law any such action caused by us (titles of nobility) is repugnant to the 
Constitution of Montana. I, Robert M. Holter, know and understand Article 3 of the Uniform Commercial 
Code does not deal with money. 
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I, Robert M. Holter, admit as non-registered foreign agent of the bankrupt United States, I either 
knew or should have known the fact in Law, when a former judge such as Roy C. Rodeghiero, signs a 
recusal order concerning himself, in any cause of action, all the signed nisi prius orders, decrees, rulings, 
and memos which were enacted by Roy C. Rodeghiero, are stricken from the Court of Record in their 
entirety, since such signed orders by Roy C. Rodeghiero, by the presumption of bias and prejudice which he 
has necessarily admitted by his recusal, were also biased, prejudiced, and made of no Lawful effect 
whatsoever by his own admittance, thereby forbidding me, Robert M. Holter, to rely on such bogus nisi 
prius decrees, orders, rulings, memos, or any other name We attach to such null and void presentments, 
keeping us to strict compliance within our legislative created coiporation courts a/k/a legislative tribunals 
who have no judicial Power nor judicial Authority to hear matters in Law without the consent of the parties. 

1, Robert M. Holter, either knew or should have known my Lawful authority for committing these 
willful, knowing, and intentional acts against the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his state, whether 
by my own commissions or my own omissions in purview of my Lawful scope of authority under my 
delegation of authority is limited and restricted by our own political will bankrupt coiporation statute- 
merchant codes and other Law (q.v.), and in purview of the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his 
state, do not now, nor did 1, Robert M. Holter, have in the past, any legal nor Lawful authority to restrain the 
natural Law unalienable Right of Liberty by Right of Inheritance from Almighty God, which is possessed by 
the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his state, through my delegation of authority public oath of 
office which supports, protects, defends, and guarantees to the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his 
supremacy Common Law in his comitatus these fundamental, vested, absolute natural Law unalienable 
Rights under our national and our state constitutions “without” the United States in America. 

1, Robert M. Holter, also knew and admit trial by jurymen of peers for the freeman character is 
beyond my scope of authority and limits of discretion, to enforce a summary judgment as against the 
freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his state, thereby denying, delaying, and selling justice to the 
freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his state, which is repugnant to our Constitution of Montana in the 
year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D., specifically under Article 111, section 23, which 1 admit as 
quoted: “The right of trial by jury shall be secured to all, and remain inviolate-”. 

1, Robert M. Holter, know and understand the concept of “titles of nobility”, and the associated 
prohibitions which are contained in the intent of my delegated authority official public oath of office with 
enforcement's against me via pains and penalties of perjury should 1, Robert M. Holter, become so engrossed 
in aiding and abetting the titles of nobility a/k/a non-registered non-bonded attomey(s) and their law firms in 
their willful and knowing acts of common barratry (felony) and lust for filthy lucre which could blind me in 
my ongoing parasitic lifestyle which was condemned by Jesus himself, for the main reasons We, meaning 1, 
Robert M. Holter, and my willful and knowing accomplices, the shysters, feed upon widows and oiphans 
while attempting to conceal the fact the inside of our cup is black as the robe of our Master, our fellow 
judges, our attorneys, our lawyers, our Bar Associations and our title of nobility political will bankrupt 
corporation officers. 

1, Robert M. Holter, by reason of this due PRESENTMENT public and Private notice, know and 
understand 1 must immediately cease and desist in this Common Law forcible entry upon the close by 
unlawful detainer against Richard E. Wilson, and the libel and slander which was caused against Richard E. 
Wilson by me, Robert M. Holter, willfully acting in concert with my willful and knowing accomplices, 
partially listed by names herein but not limited to: Peter L. Rapkoch, John L. Warner, Roy C. Rodeghiero, 
Wayne C. Edwards, Mike Zacker, Greta M. Ross, David Stuvor, Ann Brodsky, John Peake, Joseph R. Biden, 
Jr., Frances Stephens, Eugene Couch, Max Baucus, Mike McCord, Donald W. Hutchinson, Tom Killam, 
Lou Aleksich, Jr., and Paul G. Hatfield. 

As a direct consequence of my willful, knowing and voluntary participation in the facts as presented 
by me, Robert M. Holter, in this Private security agreement “TRUE BILL”, 1, Robert M. Holter, 
individually, and as agent for title of nobility “within” the United States, jointly and severally, agree the 
damages which 1, Robert M. Holter, have caused against the sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a 
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free sovereign and independent State, Richard E. Wilson, his heirs, his assigns, and his Posterity, are for the 
sum certain amount of One Hundred Million (100,000,000) Dollars of Money as Lawfully defined by the 
united States of America through acts of congress in compliance with our state constitution in the year of 
Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine A.D., and our national constitution in the year of Seventeen Hundred Eighty 
Seven, A.D.. 

For good cause shown upon this Court of Record, it appearing to me, Robert M. Holter, non- 
registered foreign agent under INTERPOL, by these known facts in this PRIVATE security agreement 
“TRUE BILL”, 1, Robert M. Holter, individually, and as non-registered foreign agent for title of nobility 
political will corporation state of Montana d/b/a “within” the bankrupt United States, jointly and severally, 
have by this courtesy ten (10) days to answer this due PRESENTMENT Private security agreement “True 
Bill” served upon me by the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, for my willful and knowing acts of 
trespass of PRIVATE Liberty enjoyed by the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, which by my willful, 
knowing, and intentional acts aided and abetted by my willing and knowing accomplices named herein, has 
been unlawfully seized and stolen by force of arms from the sovereign freeman character Richard E. Wilson, 
and I must sign bona fide this due PRESENTMENT non-negotiable PRIVATE security agreement "True 
Bill" and the attached U.C.C./FS-l non-standard, non-negotiable form, or in the alternative, by my right to 
default " nihil dick ", allow the accommodation/surety/guarantor signature under MCA § 30-3-415 by 
enforcement's at MCA § 30-9-501 for any judicial process whatsoever in Law under MCA § 30-1-105 
through protections for the principal, freeman character Richard E. Wilson, at MCA § 30-1-207 for reasons 
under contract law to specific performance by principal and agent at MCA § 30-1-103 conflict of Laws 
hereinabove enumerated. 

1, Robert M. Holter, know and understand the supremacy Common Law ninety-nine (99) year limit 
for Common Law liens duly filed and duly recorded by the office of clerk of our one Supreme Court a/k/a 
the office of the clerk and recorder in and for Fergus county/comitatus as entered by suit of the sovereign 
(Court) with or without resort to a legislative created tribunal, especially upon this prior courtesy of ten (10) 
day final notice, and enforceable under the full faith and credit of the united States of America under the 
Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act at Rule 9(e), 44.1, Rule 902(3)(A)(B), (8) & (9), MCA § 
25-9-502, MCA § 30-9-501 et al., in this state of the forum supremacy Common Law under the conflicts of 
law provisions of the Uniform Commercial Code as adopted into our political will bankrupt corporate non- 
registered non-bonded compact party state of Montana d/b/a “within” the bankrupt United States and 
executable in the foreign country of Montana “Republican Form of Government” People of the Posterity in 
and for their respective comitatus in their Nation in America. 

PRIVATE SEAL ACKNOWLEDGMENT: “judici satis poena est, quod Deum habet ultorem” 


Robert M. Holter, individually, and jointly and severally acting as title of nobility {“nihil dicit”} 

teste this_day of_, in the year of our Almighty God, 

through our Redeemer, Jesus the Messiah, A.D. Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four. 

PRIVATE SEAL OF SUIT OF THE SOVEREIGN: "without prejudice" and "without recourse" 

with special, express, and explicit reservation of all natural Law unalienable Rights of Inheritance 

from Almighty GOD, waiving none ever in and for Fergus comitatus in Montana in America. 


ATTESTATION: 


Jurat in Law: 

Richard E. Wilson, jus soli, jus sanguinis, jure coronae, sui juris character in Law 
teste meipso this 25th day of January, in the year of our Almighty God, 
through our Redeemer, Jesus the Messiah, A.D. Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four 

Jurat in Law: 

Honorable Justice 

, in Law 

Jurat in Law: 

Honorable Justice 

, in Law 


Honorable Justice 

, in Law 
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STATE OF THE FORUM COMMON LAW UCC/MCA §30-1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C./FS-4 PRIVATE SECURITY AGREEMENT NON-NEGOT1ABLE "TRUE BILL" 

means bargain of the parties in fact 
CRAIG V. MISSOURI 29 US (IV PET.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Donald W. Hutchinson, individually, and as agent for Department of Commerce, jointly and 
severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable U.C.C./FS-4 PRIVATE security agreement " true bill " 
under the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these due PRESENTMENTS for 
acceptance without dishonor under MCA §§ 30-3-504 & 505, through principles of MCA §30-1-103 by 
undue influence, principal and agent, fraud, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, duress, threat, law of 
contracts, bankruptcy, estoppel and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum 
Common Law under MCA § 30-1-105 (N.l.L.) herein contained agree as follows: 

On or about the_day of_, 199_ I, Donald W. Hutchinson, individually, 

and as agent employee for the political will coiporation state of Montana Department of Commerce, did then 
and there attempt to convert Private property Rightfully owned and possessed by Richard E. Wilson, in the 

form of stored grain for value in excess of _ Dollars of Money, into the hands of my willful 

and knowing accomplices, John R. Christensen, Basin State Bank, Mike Zacher, Greta M. Ross, Peter L. 
Rapkoch, Roy C. Rodeghiero, John Warner, Max Baucus, Robert M. Holter, Paul G. Hatfield et al., while 
having had prior notice and caveat issued to me by the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his State, 
who had advised me, Donald W. Hutchinson, to be fully aware of unlawful proceedings in the district court 
in Fergus county in Lewistown, Montana state, U.S.A., which had deprived the freeman character Richard 
E. Wilson in his State, his secured, protected, and guaranteed right of trial by jurymen of peers at the course 
of the Common Law as in our original handwritten Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred 
Eighty Nine, A.D.. 

1, Donald W. Hutchinson, either knew or should have known my willful and knowing accomplices 
above named, as well as myself, would have to answer in one form or another for our willful and knowing 
participation in theft of Private property owned by the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his State, 
with or without resort to a legislative created tribunal, but nevertheless subject to our own cultist rules a/k/a 
Uniform Commercial Code through our corrupt, evil, and wicked shysters. 

1, Donald W. Hutchinson, as agent for the alien (corporation) Department of Commerce, know and 
understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the prima facie real evidence I, Donald W. 
Hutchinson, being an agent for the coiporation state of Montana Department of Commerce, taking pay for 
presumed specific performance, must obey simple contract law, or become liable upon said contract. Even 
my attorney advisers knew and understood this elementary principal, but in our programmed mental 
condition, We, my co-conspirators and accomplices named in this Private security agreement “true bill” and 
I, Donald W. Hutchinson, did willfully and knowingly acquire responsibility for our own actions or 
inactions, with appropriate punishments becoming evident from time to time as truth prevails for the 
freeman character in and for Fergus county/comitatus in Montana in America. 

1, Donald W. Hutchinson, as agent for state of Montana Department of Commerce, know and 
understand the fundamental concept, the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his State, is principal over 
me, Donald W. Hutchinson, and over my willing and knowing accomplices, and should have been obeyed 
under his commands to correct our ways, or in the alternative to at least read and understand our duty to our 
principal, freeman character Richard E. Wilson, in his foreign country of Montana in relation to our 
incestuous political will bankrupt coiporation d/b/a public policy United States. 
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I, Donald W. Hutchinson, know and understand Private contracts supersede my personal authority, 
but at the same time my agency authority limits me, Donald W. Hutchinson, as employee of Department of 
Commerce, from blindly accepting the misrepresentations and undue influence of my willful and knowing 
accomplices, without having applied due diligence on my own part, to correct my misguided application of 
duties to the sovereign, freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his State, but in this particular instance, 1, 
Donald W. Hutchinson, chose to submit myself to the commercial harlot Babylon, with commensurate 
liabilities and obligations now due and owing to the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in and for Fergus 
county/comitatus in Montana, U.S.A.. 

1, Donald W. Hutchinson, as employee of the coiporations state of Montana Department of 
Commerce, know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide due PRESENTMENT, a breach of contract 
subjects me, Donald W. Hutchinson, to Private and public punishments while under specific performance of 
public duties through delegation of authority, whether or whether not 1, Donald W. Hutchinson, have been 
misguided, misinformed, and mislead by my willful and knowing alien (coiporation) accomplices named 
herein. 


1, Donald W. Hutchinson, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail, and under our 
corrupt, evil and wicked system, no matter how colorable, the Uniform Commercial Code was adequate to 
punish even the most mentally corrupt and deficient delinquents under parties power to choose applicable 
Law under MCA § 30-1-105 through the Negotiable Instruments Law, especially by remedy for the freeman 
character Richard E. Wilson in his State in purview of UCC § 1-103.6, wherein 1, Donald W. Hutchinson, 
duly admit the supremacy Common Law is the rule of decision in this private security agreement by this due 
presentment. 

1, Donald W. Hutchinson, individually, and as agent for the public policy political will corporation 
state of Montana Department of Commerce, know and understand the term “constructive fraud” with or 
without scienter, and the term conversion , and the term consideration , and the term obligation of contract , 
therefore, based upon this special, express, and explicit knowledge, 1, Donald W. Hutchinson, individually, 
and as agent for our public policy citizens of the United States, jointly and severally, will become liable to 
the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his State, on sight, on demand, should 1, Donald W. Hutchinson, 
fail to comprehend the magnitude of my omissions and commissions under simple contract Law, especially 
under the supremacy Common Law, a/k/a as our organic Law in harmony with Holy Scriptures, the 
foundation of our Law, and especially for reasons in simple contract law, 1, Donald W. Hutchinson, would 
fail to answer this due PRESENTMENT in any manner whatsoever by this tender offer for any 
consideration sufficient to support a simple contract as under UCC §1-201 (44) (d), especially under the 
provisions of MCA §30-1-103 which provides for bankruptcy, estoppel, and principal and agent through the 
Common Law under UCC §1-103.6 as in Anderson's on the UCC . and as explained more fully in the Bank 
Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking Law , and in conjunction with the UCC at § 3-103(1) which 1 
know and understand is quoted: “This Article does not apply to money, documents of title ,— ” 

1, Donald W. Hutchinson, as agent for the political will public policy coiporation state of Montana, 
do not fully understand the difference between the terms non-negotiable and negotiable, but after this due 
private security agreement “true bill” extended to me by the courtesy of making an answer within ten (10) 
days to the freemen character Richard E. Wilson in his State, I, Donald W. Hutchinson, admit this is ample 
time for me to learn this most important facet in Law. 

For my willful and knowing participation in this criminal conversion of Private property concerning 
the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his State, I, Donald W. Hutchinson, now know I must answer 
this courtesy presentment within ten (10) days of this duly service upon me, or through my continued 
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ignorance in Law, coupled with the pressures of my willful and knowing accomplices, 1, Donald W. 
Hutchinson, will become liable for the sum certain amount of damages occurring to the freeman character 
Richard E. Wilson in this Private matter for Five Million (5,000,000) Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, 
United States of America, especially under our own rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code, which were 
adopted by my adviser accomplices themselves, purportedly learned in Law. 

1, Donald W. Hutchinson, admit in this PRIVATE security agreement “true bill”, the fact 1 do know 
and understand the term accommodation, and the term surety, and the term guarantor, and the term Maker, 
and the term Payee, and the term Drawer as could be duly presented in a special Private collections item, 
restricted endorsement Documentary Draft a/k/a distress warrant, drawn without recourse by the Sovereign, 
freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his State, without prejudice to the freemen in their Common Law 
state of the forum under the Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and through a privately 
bonded Notary Public under protest as in Rule 9(e), 44.1, 902(3)(A)(B) 8 & 9, enforceable under UCC §9- 
501 nihil dicit in Law. 

1, Donald W. Hutchinson, admit conversion is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through 
Common Law Affidavit by Common Law “Warrant of Attachment” in this Montana state in these several 
states in this Union of States in America. 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT: BY DONALD W. HUTCHINSON, INDIVIDUALLY, AND AS AGENT FOR THE 
CORPORATION STATE OF MONTANA, JOINTLY AND SEVERALLY “UBI JUS, IBI REMEDIUM” 

PRIVATE SEAL: _ 

Donald W. Hutchinson, bona fide, and subject nihil dicit 

Attestation: by the freemen character Richard E. Wilson in Law 
TESTE MEIPSO THIS 22ND DAY OF JANUARY, IN THE YEAR OF OUR ALMIGHTY GOD, 

Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D. 

Jurat: _ 

Honorable Justice Richard E. Wilson, jus soli, jus sanguinis, jure corona, sui juris 
in and for Fergus county in this Montana state in our Nation in America 


Common Law Witness: _ 

Common Law Witness: _ 

Common Law Witness: _ 

TESTE THIS_DAY OF_, NINETEEN HUNDRED NINETY FOUR, A.D. 
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Custer county-court 
before our Justices' 

Grand jury presentments via U.C.C.-4 Private security agreement 
tender offer of “True Bill” in the nature of discovery 


Praecipe TO: _ 

( (name of juror) ) 

1, (name of juror), hereby attest to the following facts and in purview of our common law of England as 
it was adopted into this country of Montana by our Constitution of Montana, 1, (name of juror), either 
knew or should have known in cases of forcible entry, forcible detainer, unlawful detainer, libel and 
slander the jurymen must hear both matters in Law and matters of fact. 

1, (name of juror), admit, 1 either knew or should have known we have two separate and distinct forms of 
government, one being the traditional form of government known as local government where the county 
is organized for judicial purposes, and the other form the one controlled by titles of nobility who have 
created a lesser class of citizen subject to its creation. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known, the freemen characters' who know and understand 
the law, meaning our common law of England as it was adopted into our country of Montana contains 
concepts far reaching which are not now common practice, however still valid and superseding any acts 
of congress in relation to their created class of citizenship through their purported ratification of a 
fourteenth amendment to our national constitution as it relates to our country of Montana and our 
Constitution of Montana. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the Constitution of Montana is not the same as the 
constitution of the State of Montana, just as the supreme court in Custer county is not the same as the 
supreme court of the state of Montana. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known, the county attorney is an executive officer and by 
constitutional guarantees cannot trespass into the judicial branch of our three branch form of government 
under our Article IV, section 4 of our national constitution. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the county attorney must produce a verified 
complaint, signed by the injured party, before leave can be granted by the Court for prosecution in all 
crimes in Montana, unless waived by the defendant, or the accused, or the Aggrieved party. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known, our most modem constitution of the State of 
Montana contains the wording to the effect our Constitution of Montana is still valid, and of binding 
force and effect in Law, just as it was intended in the year of Eighteen Elundred Eighty Nine, A.D.. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known our “Holy Scriptures” must be obeyed by me, 
(name of juror), before any law of man could become valid, and this is why Jesus condemned the 
lawyers for twenty-one (21) verses in a row in Matthew in “Holy Scriptures”. 

I, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the title of nobility amendment has been taken 
from our printed versions of our constitutions by the lawyers and attorneys in their efforts to overthrow 
our vested, fundamental fomi of republican form of government which forbids said attorneys and lawyers 
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from entering into our Courts of Justice in the counties organized for judicial purposes without leave 
granted by the Court. 

I, (name of juror), either knew or should have known there are two separate and distinct forms of 
summoning and impaneling a grand jury, one for the traditional form of government and the other for the 
non-self governing form of government in Custer county, the first being summoned by the elisors, and 
the other being summoned by the delinquents. 

I, (name of juror), know and understand an elisor is an elector and chooser, of necessity when the office 
of sheriff and office of coroner become so corrupt as to obstruct the Justice. 

I, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the meaning of the term delinquent is quoted in 
Webster's 1828 dictionary; “n. One who fails to perform his duty, particularly a public officer who 
neglects his duty; an offender; one who commits a fault or crime.” “It is particularly, but not exclusively 
applied to neglect of duty in officers of public trust.” 

In purview of the above definition, I, (name of juror), either knew or should have known Nickolas C. 
Mumion, exposed by the freemen characters' in Montana, synonymous with what is now known as 
whistle blowers against corrupt government, has engaged himself in massive criminal cover-up by the use 
of the public news media, potential jurors, citizens of the United States, the state of Montana public 
servants, highway patrol agents, fish and game agents, BLM agents, IRS agents, insurance agents, 
bankers, other lawyers, other attorneys, the State Bar of Montana, Jean A. Tumage, Karla M. Gray, Terry 
N. Treweiler, Fred Weber, John Conway Harrison, William E. Hunt, Sr., James C. Nelson, deputy sheriff 
officers, city police, attorney general, county-commissioners, county-court clerks, county-court recorders, 
county-treasurers, district court judges, United States district court judges, United States magistrates, 
United States attorneys, and agents of INTERPOL in his efforts to suppress the truth known by the 
whistle blowers who have exposed Nickolas C. Mumion in his failure to prosecute in State vs. Jackie 
Kerrick in Garfield county. 

I, (name of juror), either knew or should have known Nickolas C. Mumion has criminally conspired with 
Kenneth R. Wilson, a district court judge in Custer county, to protect Kenneth R. Wilson in his admitted 
court transcript that quotes state district court judges do not have jurisdiction to hear matters concerning 
federal lending instrumentalities in Montana, which was done in open court in Custer county-court on the 
13th day of September, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Three, A.D.. 

I, (name of juror), either knew or should have known, Kenneth R. Wilson, has obstmcted justice by 
denying to the whistle blowers their court transcript stated ( above ) by Kenneth R. Wilson which would 
have effectively blown wide open the criminal conspiracy between the ha nk s and the state district court 
judges who have conspired to remove the intent of Article I, section 10, clause 1 from our national 
constitution in relation to Montana, one of the several States of the American union. 

I, (name of juror), either knew or should have known one of the freemen characters prosecuted his 
habeas corpus in Garfield county-court, which was summarily obstmcted by an opinion bogus on its face 
coming from the major criminal co-conspirator Nickolas C. Mumion, who has no legal nor lawful 
authority to deny, delay, nor sell justice to a Justice in Garfield county, nor any authority whatsoever to 
suspend our privilege of the writ of habeas corpus in our country of Montana. 

I, (name of juror), either knew or should have known Nickolas C. Mumion did openly confess on 
national television on the Current Affairs program aired on the 12th day of May, Nineteen Hundred 
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Ninety Four, A.D., by stating to the effect, “We” came up with a statute to accuse the whistle blowers 
who had exposed the criminal cover-up of Nickolas C. Mumion in his failure to prosecute in State vs. 
Jackie Kerrick in Garfield county. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known Nickolas C. Mumion has lied repeatedly on the 
Current Affairs public television program, and the American Journal television program, by creating the 
illusion the whistle blowers started exposing Nickolas C. Mumion sometime after his failure to prosecute 
in State vs. Jackie Kerrick, when in fact the record in Garfield county-court clearly shows the opposite, 
by the simple reason Nickolas C. Mumion started his terrorist campaign only three days after the whistle 
blowers filed a writ of attachment on the Garfield county-attorney trust fund in direct relation to the 
failure to prosecute in State vs. Jackie Kerrick, where Nickolas C. Mumion had already paid Three 
Hundred Fifty-Six ( 356.00 ) dollars to Ralph Clark, and then stopped making payments in any manner, 
shape or form to this very day. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known Nickolas C. Mumion used a statute which is 
copyrighted by a private owned corporation and could not have been used against the whistle blowers in 
any manner for the simple reason the statute used was intended for public servants employed by a public 
service, and witnesses are exempt by the wording of the statute. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known Nickolas C. Mumion instituted a false accusation 
against Ralph Clark under a statute purporting to have the effect of solicitation for kidnapping, while the 
peipetrator of crimes in Garfield county, Nickolas C. Mumion did kidnap Edwin Clark, by causing the 
unlawful arrest of Edwin Clark, without ever having made any public accusation against Edwin Clark, 
which was signed by anyone whatsoever before the unlawful arrest which was committed by Darrell 
Higgins and his criminal accomplice in Jordan, Montana state, U.S. of A.. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known Nickolas C. Mumion, having accomplished this act 
of kidnapping once against Edwin Clark, and no one prosecuting the criminal for his willful acts, the said 
Nickolas C. Mumion did then and there again commit a willful and knowing kidnap against Robert F. 
Kramlich of Denton, Montana state, U.S. of A., who also had not been named on the cause of action in 
Custer county-court, or in Custer county Justice of the Peace court, and this criminal act committed by 
conspiracy with the willful accomplice Regan Dean, and after Robert F. Kramlich paid the ransom 
demands of Two Thousand Five Hundred ( 2,500.00 ) dollars of bills of exchange to Fergus county, in 
the evening time, the jailer did then and there further unlawfully detain the kidnap victim over-night in 
jail, for some perverted reason, there being no lawful reason at the time nor since, produced by anyone of 
any character whatsoever who could stop the criminal cover-up scheme masterminded by Nickolas C. 
Mumion and his Garfield county accomplices who are continuing to run rampant all over the eastern part 
of our country of Montana in their concerted efforts to conceal their criminal activity and cover-up to 
protect their own criminal accomplices named in this bona fide Private security agreement from time to 
time. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the criminal co-conspirators in Helena, Joseph P. 
Mazurek and John P. Connor, Jr., also knew Nickolas C. Mumion could not have used a state of Montana 
statute which was copyrighted by a private owned corporation against the whistle blowers who had 
exposed Nickolas C. Mumion and his co-conspirators in Garfield county in their crimes of attempting to 
deny, delay and sell justice to the whistle blowers who had effectively exposed Nickolas C. Mumion in 
his failure to prosecute in State vs. Jackie Kerrick, and in the later creation of cover-up by the making of 
a Resolution 94-11 which did deny, delay, and sell justice to the whistle blowers who could no longer use 
the Garfield county-court and Garfield county-court room without facing criminal trespass, all of which 
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exposed Nickolas C. Mumion and his new-found criminal co-conspirator accomplices, the delinquents, 
in their criminal cover-up to protect Nickolas C. Mumion in his failure to prosecute in State vs. Jackie 
Kerrick, and Kenneth R. Wilson in his trespass upon subpoena power issued and served by the whistle 
blowers in Garfield county and in other counties in Montana. 

I, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the real reason in our country of Montana for the 
enmity against the whistle blowers is the fact the supreme courts of the counties have been discovered in 
Montana by the whistle blowers; causing the State Bar of Montana, who have reserved the Law to 
themselves by their own admissions, and by their willful and knowing omissions of placing said law in 
the state of Montana statute books, and by this discovery now made public state-wide by the whistle 
blowers, the said State Bar of Montana, by and through the aid of the commission on practice, and with 
the aid of Jean A. Tumage, Karla M. Gray, Terry N. Treweiler, John Conway Harrison, Fred Weber, 
William E. Hunt, Sr., and James C. Nelson, and further aid by the state created Justices of the Peace 
state-wide, have engaged themselves in a massive criminal cover-up to deny this truth to the potential 
jurors such as myself, (name of juror), to deceive the jurymen state-wide, and use said jurymen for 
puppets and pawns in suppressing the truth our supreme court in the county is not the same supreme 
court as the supreme court of the state of Montana. 

I, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the copyrighted Montana statutes covered the 
subject of this supreme court in their very first book, under the Title 3, and starting at part 15, the part 
about the Courts of limited jurisdiction, but when the whistle blowers exposed this fact, the truth, the 
criminal conspiracy State Bar of Montana did then and there remove said truth from the books, to further 
deceive (name of juror), in their efforts to point their crooked fingers at the whistle blowers, which 
would otherwise point straight at the delinquents themselves, exposing their criminal cover-up in their 
efforts to destroy our Constitution of Montana. 

I, (name of juror), either knew or should have known all fifty-six counties in our country of Montana 
admitted publicly through the newspaper articles the freemen characters' under criminal attack in 
Garfield county by Nickolas C. Mumion and his criminal accomplices had tendered to all fifty-six 
counties filing fees of seven dollars for each and every-one of the fifty-six counties to record their lawful 
papers and instruments, and of which nearly all of the fifty-six counties refused to accept or record these 
lawful orders, creating a criminal cover-up scheme which went state-wide after all fifty-six counties 
closed the Justices' Courts to the freemen characters who had exposed the criminal cover-up scheme 
perpetrated by Nickolas C. Mumion, John J. Pluhar, Billy B. Merlak, Robert N. Phipps, Kenneth R. 
Wilson, Gladys M. Stanton, Gregory P. Mohr, Thomas Girvin and Joe L. Hegel to name only a few, 
which is ongoing at the time of this Private security agreement duly tendered bona fide to the People, in 
the interests of substantial justice through our writ of praecipe whereby no freeman shall lose his Court. 

I, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the Montana Code Annotated, at page number 91 
which is quoted in this bona fide Private security agreement as a courtesy to (name of juror), in the 
interests of substantial justice, quote; “The rights and duties of all public bodies shall remain as if this 
Constitution had not been adopted with the exception of such changes as are contained in this 
Constitution.” 

I, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the freely associated compact party state of 
Montana is not the same state as Montana state when it was adopted as provided in our Constitution of 
Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D., the freely associated compact party state 
being for citizens created by acts of congress, and the latter, Montana state, being created from the 
Territory of Montana by the native bom freemen characters, the People with peculiar jurisdiction as in 
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“Holy Scriptures” quoted; “What do your think, Simon — from whom do the kings of the earth tax, or 
toll? from their own children, or from other people?” “From other People,” said Peter. “The sons are 
therefore free,” said Jesus to him. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known a crime must exist before a trial could be heard in 
Custer county, and for such crime to exist there must be a victim. The victim must be identified and said 
victim must be brought forth into the trial to testify, but after thinking about this concept, who is the 
victim, and when will the victim testify, especially after 1 , (name of juror), swear 1 will take the law as 
the judge gives it to me, even if 1 do not know the law, nor to whom said law applies, nor to whom said 
law victimized, for in Matthew of “Holy Scriptures” I have found at 7 : 1 & 2, quoted; “Condemn not, 
so that you may not be condemned. For according to the sentence you pronounced, you will yourself be 
convicted, and with the same sentence, you will be measured.” 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the state of Montana under their copyrighted 
statutes is not the victim, for public servants employed by the public service cannot be damaged by their 
own restrictions, which said restrictions do not apply to the People who are not under contract to said 
public service, by oath of office or employment. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the legislative created tribunals are voluntary upon 
the parties', both the plaintiff and the defendant, and the Justice of the Peace court in Custer county, 
administered by Gregory P. Mohr was created under copyrighted statute, and is not the same Justice of 
the Peace as contained in Article V, section 26 of our Constitution of Montana, whereby the Legislative 
Assembly cannot make any local or special laws respecting Justices' of the Peace, nor any rules 
concerning their Courts of Justice, nor the fines and punishments. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known Gregory P. Mohr accepts a portion of his pay from 
the state of Montana, the very large Private coiporation d/b/a freely associated compact party state of 
Montana under the United States, and is forbidden from entering into Custer county in our traditional 
form of government in relation to the parties' by protections secured and guaranteed by the Article of 
Amendment the Eleventh in our national constitution which states to the effect there is no judicial power 
of the national government which can be used by citizens of a foreign state against the People in Custer 
county, or any other county under the traditional form of government, meaning our republican form of 
government secured and protected under the national constitution at Article IV, section 4 and Article IV, 
section 2. 

1 , (name of juror), either knew or should have known the writ of attaint is defined quoted; “a writ which 
lay to inquire whether a jury of twelve men had given a false verdict, in order that judgment might be 
reversed.” And the penalties were given by the grand jury “that the jurors should become infamous, 
should forfeit their goods and the profits of their lands, should themselves be imprisoned, and their wives 
and children thrust out of doors, should have their houses razed, their trees extiipated, and their meadows 
plowed up, and that the plaintiff should be restored to all that he lost by reason of the unjust verdict.” 

1 , (name of juror), either knew or should have known the fact, if 1 were to answer the judge when he 
attempts to have me swear to obey him, to the effect 1 will judge both the law and the fact, the judge and 
his accomplice will immediately deny me the right of being on the jury, for reasons they would not be 
able to accomplish their feat of overthrowing our Courts of Justice through the State Bar of Montana 
trespassing upon the Justices' Courts in direct violation of our Article V, section 26 of our Constitution of 
Montana which forbids this criminal act in Custer county-court. 
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I, (name of juror), either knew or should have known Gladys M. Stanton had been impersonating a 
public servant for nearly seven years until the whistle blowers uncovered this fraud, and immediately 
Nickolas C. Mumion and Gladys M. Stanton covered up this criminal act by suppressing this truth from 
the ignorant public, which no longer includes me, (name of juror), who now has notice and knowledge 
of this crime of impersonating a public servant, by the very same impersonator who signed the bogus 
process instituted by her accomplice, the criminal cover-up artist, Nickolas C. Mumion, who created his 
own demise in Garfield county and now moved said criminal cover-up into Custer county for the people 
in Custer county to share in more of their fair share to prosecute innocent people who blew the whistle on 
the criminals, now state-wide in its scope. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the sheriff in Garfield county, Charles A. Phipps, 
when sworn upon the witness stand in open court admitted he had ordered a closed public meeting for 
puiposes of creating followers against the whistle blowers who had exposed criminal government in 
Garfield county, thereby defying the supreme court of the state of Montana who have ruled there can be 
no closed public meetings in either state. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known Nickolas C. Murnion met with Charles A. Phipps 
for the criminal purpose of creating an entrapment scheme by use of tape recordings of phone calls with 
prearranged questions, and when the questions came out to the effect their criminal conspiracy would 
suffer, the tape recording entrapment phone calls were edited, leaving out the incriminating evidence 
against Nickolas C. Mumion and his criminal accomplice Charles A. Phipps. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the office of Justice of the Peace in the counties 
can be created by public election or a special election, or by necessity, especially upon the finding of fact 
all the Justices' Courts had been closed in Garfield county when the freemen characters had presented 
their bonded writs of attachment to the Justice of the Peace, even though said Justice of the Peace Gladys 
M. Stanton was impersonating a public servant and had been doing so for nearly seven years prior to 
closing the Court of Justice in Garfield county in our country of Montana. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known Gladys M. Stanton had perjured her public oath of 
office when she had openly stated to the whistle blowers they could not use the Justice of the Peace court 
in Garfield county, without supplying any reason in Law as to why the Court of Justice had been closed. 
And for additional criminal intent, the impersonator did then and there prove her criminal intent by 
stating openly for all to hear, the libelous and slanderous statement the whistle blowers were kooks. 

I, (name of juror), either knew or should have known Gladys M. Stanton removed herself from the venue 
which she had exercised in relation to a freeman character for reasons of consanguinity, but did then and 
there continue the false venue over to another impostor without certifying into Garfield county the new 
impostor, contrary to the copyrighted state of Montana statutes, and in direct violation of her fidelity 
public oath of office to the People in Garfield county in our country of Montana. 

I, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the Justice of the Peace must dismiss an action in 
which case the state of Montana might be sued, and this information is contained in the Judges bench 
book, which was published in Helena, Montana state in the year of 1982, and is violated on a daily basis 
by the contempt and corruption of the Justices' who have been certified as competent by the very same 
corrupt justices who published said book. 1 , (name of juror), further know and understand, pursuant to 
this judges bench book, Gregory P. Mohr, Gladys M. Stanton, and Nickolas C. Mumion are now fully 
engaged in a constructive fraud encompassing our Custer county-commissioners, and our Custer county 
office of sheriff, for our willful and knowing participation with the state of Montana and its double 
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agents in corrupt activity upon the whistle blowers who have exposed state-wide the fact all the Justices 
of the Peace in Montana have now closed the Justices' Courts to the freemen characters state-wide in 
attempts to cover-up the fact the supreme courts in the counties can make their own rules for their own 
government, just as was done when Montana became a State, and with evidence known to these corrupt 
government officers by courtesy presentment from the whistle blowers who are prosecuting the corrupt 
public servants who are employed by the public service very large private owned coiporation in 
Montana. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known a public servant employed by the public service 
does not mean the same thing as a public officer sworn to support, uphold, protect, defend, and guarantee 
our Constitution of Montana, just as a law enforcement officer is not necessarily a peace officer, and 
even by the definitions as contained in the copyrighted statutes in Montana. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the copyrighted statutes in Montana do not provide 
for the public elections for the office of Constable, however, the Justice of the Peace courts still contain 
the forms which are still being printed in Helena, Montana state, United States of America, for use in the 
Courts of Justice for the Justices' to file their writs of attachment against the defendants, and upon said 
writs of attachment forms contains the office of the Constable, making me, (name of juror), wonder just 
how the office of Constable is created, and by whom, and for what purpose. 1, (name of juror), either 
knew or should have known the judge who makes me swear to uphold the law as he gives it to me will 
never tell me the answer to this most revealing fact and Law. And upon my failure to find this answer 
myself, especially after 1 , (name of juror), convict an innocent freeman character in his county organized 
for judicial purposes in his country of Montana, a writ of attachment might be filed and recorded, and 
enforced by office of Constable, and bonded by the Justice, against any party who has this notice and 
knowledge and thereby willfully, knowingly, and purposefully denys, delays, and sells justice to the 
injured party, or the Aggrieved Party at the choice of the suitor, in Law or in equity, in the state of 
Montana or in the country of Montana, in the United States or in the United States of America, in relation 
to the character of the party, or in relation to the status of the person, whatever the cause of action may 
be. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known writs of attachment are used in both civil and 
criminal matters, both matters being of necessity encompassed into one cause of action in Justices' 
Courts, those courts of peculiar jurisdiction which are explained in “Holy Scriptures” by Amos, 5 : 15 
quoted; 

“Hate Evil and love Good,-Establish justice in your Law Courts!-— 

Perhaps the Lord of Hosts will be merciful to the fragments of Joseph!” 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known in Courts of Justice under our common law of 
England which is contained in the copyrighted statutes of Montana in 1-1-107, 1-1-108, and 1-1-109, the 
intent is still there, but the wording is intentionally deceptive, for reasons the State Bar of Montana and 
its criminal co-conspirator the code commissioner have been busily changing the intent of the legislature 
by methods of removing code sections, especially by proof now known to me, (name of juror), under the 
topic of venue, wherein 1, (name of juror), duly noticed all statutes have been reserved, making me 
wonder by whom, and for what purpose, and for what lawful intent. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known under the common law of England it was common 
knowledge a jury of peers included the Justice hearing the matter being one selected by the People of 
their own choice, and not necessarily elected by the mob through voters registration schemes. This is 
known to me, (name of juror), by the very fact the codes still contain the option of appointment, at the 
choice of the suitor, and especially protected for the People under our Article V, section 26 of our 
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Constitution of Montana which forbids the Legislative Assembly from passing any special or local laws 
in relation to the Courts of Justice, the Justices' of the Peace, the office of Constable, and any other 
county office, and even including the summoning and impaneling of grand and petit jurymen. This is 
known to me, (name of juror), by the very fact under our traditional form of self-governing right, by our 
sole and exclusive right of governing ourselves as a free sovereign and independent State, and in our 
supreme court in our county, no officer of our Court can hear the matter nor can said officer testify into 
our hearings, for reasons in Law our Magna Charta is still our Law as contained in our Revised Codes of 
1947, Volume 1, book one, and proven applicable by the more current copyrighted codes as in 1-11-101 
through 1-11-103 and others. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the meaning of the word code contains the element 
of deception, and the word annotated means to make comments on a writing, and also includes the word 
rescript, which can mean a short appellate opinion which does not bear the name of any justice, therefore 
making it necessary for the introduction of the bill of the legislature to prove the spirit and intent of the 
Law, something which the State Bar of Montana has no intention of ever proving into any court in the 
state of Montana, even though they have no say whatsoever in the supreme court of Custer county-court 
before the Justices' as protected for us in Magna Charta at chapter 24, in the particular version in our 
Revised Codes of 1947. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the Custer county-court is a commissioners court, 
and even the Montana Codes Annotated include the fact this court can summon, subpoena, arrest, sue, 
and prosecute at the choice of the suitor, with the three Justices' constituting a quorum in our supreme 
court in the county, compelling the office of the sheriff to obey their Lawful precepts, over and above any 
district court judge opinion or rescript, and with no fear of trespass by titles of nobility accepting 
emoluments from a foreign prince or power. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the reason the judge wears a black robe is under 
canon law, while acting as a chancery agent, having no original jurisdiction whatever over the freemen 
character of the parties' in the commonweal in Custer county-court in our country of Montana. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the Custer county-court clerk is in fact the clerk of 
the supreme court in Custer county-court, even though many other potential jurors do not yet know this 
fact, and could not prove this fact without the aid of Bouvier's Law Dictionary near the year of Eighteen 
Hundred Fifty-Six, and in that era. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the only office in Custer county which is now 
bonded is the office of the treasurer, and for reasons acts of congress have admitted to bankruptcy nation¬ 
wide, and international bankruptcy as well, administered by black robed chancery agents sworn to uphold 
said bankruptcy under our very own copyrighted codes in the state of Montana under Title 30, meaning 
the federal common law which is known as the Uniform Commercial Code, and now you, the reader of 
this Private security agreement also know that 1, (name of juror), know this most revealing and important 
fact before 1, (name of juror), ever convict another innocent Private party who is well versed in points of 
Law, and especially wherein if 1, (name of juror), should willingly, knowingly, and purposefully convict 
an innocent third party, a Private party not subject to the second class citizen through acts of congress 
instituted shortly after the civil war in America. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the double form of government in our country of 
Montana has caused me to become a willful, knowing and purposeful agent in a constructive fraud 
against any freeman character who has expatriated from the United States, and returned to his country of 
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Montana, by native birthright in Montana, or in any other of the several States in the American union, 
and protected in his country of Montana through Article V, section 26 under the law of descent, which 
supersedes the Montana Codes Annotated and any other rule or law of men, contrary to the interests of 
Almighty God, the maker of Law, superior to any law or rule of man, and proved in Acts 5 : 29 which is 
quoted; “God ought to be obeyed rather than men. The God of our forefathers raised up Jesus, Whom you 
murdered by hanging upon a tree.” 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known, before any conviction could occur against a 
freeman character, there would of necessity be proven by fact a contract in existence to create a “status” 
of second class citizen, a citizen of the United States through willful, knowing, and voluntary contract 
between said “person” and the state of Montana, meaning the private owned coiporation government 
doing business through the Uniform Commercial Code in aid of the national and international bankruptcy 
enforced upon the unwary through law enforcement agents working for INTERPOL, IMF, the United 
Nations charter and the like, and using me, (name of juror), possibly ignorant in Law up until this 
Private security agreement before an irreparable injury would occur to innocent Private parties', some of 
whom are not at all ignorant in Law, and have caused the expose' of the century against our dual forms of 
government in Montana, both the state of Montana and our country of Montana, depending on the 
relation of the character of the party, or the status of the “person”. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the term “person” as defined in the copyrighted 
statutes in the state of Montana are aliens in relation to the freemen characters' who have selected, and 
elected by their own political will of choice to obey Almighty God, rather than men, under their sole and 
exclusive Right of self-governing themselves as a free sovereign and independent State in our country of 
Montana. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the first trial in the legislative created Justice of the 
Peace court is for revenue collections in support of the national and international bankruptcy being 
administered by agents of the United States through their reorganization plan in their Title 22, which is 
directed against the statutory defined aliens who willingly, knowingly, and voluntarily accept compelled 
benefits for insurance premiums of public policy, foreign law in relation to expatriated People in our 
country of Montana who have discovered the fraud and have canceled their signatures nunc pro tunc on 
all past agreements and on all past contracts instituted against the People by acts of fraud committed by 
the statutory defined “persons” whether or whether not with scienter. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the only way the State Bar of Montana can 
continue to rape, rob, and pillage the People is for me, (name of juror), to remain in my present “status” 
and continue to convict innocent Private parties under color of law administered by the agents of the very 
large Private owned coiporation state of Montana d/b/a freely associated compact party states of the 
United States. This very act, committed by me, (name of juror), subjects me under the limited liability 
associated with corporations through the Uniform Commercial Code to punishments, ignorance of the 
law notwithstanding. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the separation of powers doctrine protects the 
freemen characters from ignorant jury-men, with or without resort to a legislative created tribunal, 
especially through common law lien which 1 , (name of juror), know and understand is in fact a warrant ( 
writ) of attachment, and when duly bonded by the Justice, can and will be used against me in a court of 
law, ignorance of the law notwithstanding, collectable for the Aggrieved Party, the innocent third party 
through our bonded insurance commissioner for our limited liability public policy bankruptcy plan in the 
United States. 
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I, (name of juror), either knew or should have known, when the freemen characters' bring up points of 
law, the jurymen will be removed from the courtroom so their ears cannot hear, and their eyes cannot see 
the crimes committed by the manipulations of the State Bar of Montana, the very same “person” who 
changed their name when it was discovered by the freemen characters' the lawyers and attorneys 
association would not even follow their own law, and were delinquent, and were not registered nor 
certified with the office of the secretary of state in Helena, Montana, before January of 1993, and have 
not yet been punished nor convicted in open court in our country of Montana by the freemen characters' 
who, like myself, (name of juror), have now discovered this truth which cannot be swept under the rug, 
but has become exposed state-wide by the criminal cover-up scheme masterminded by Nickolas C. 
Mumion, Kenneth R. Wilson, Joe L. Hegel, Jean A. Tumage, Joseph P. Mazurek, Marc Racicot, John 
Connor, and many more of the same colorable character, evil and wicked men bent on self-destruction, 
using me, (name of juror), for the pawn, especially when 1 swear to participate and take the law as the 
criminal gives it to me. 

I, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the warning of this evil type of government was in 
the military manuals up until the year of 1928, and was then removed in efforts to violently overthrow 
our republican form of government by use of ignorant jurymen in controlled legislative created tribunals, 
acting under color of law which I, (name of juror), know and understand means a lie. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known our privilege of the writ of habeas coipus has been 
suspended in our country of Montana, and for all intents and purposes, our Constitution of Montana has 
likewise been suspended in the state created Justice of the Peace courts with ignorant jurymen 
sanctioning the constructive fraud, up until this Private security agreement was duly served by writ of 
praecipe upon the ignorant jurymen whereby no freeman shall lose his Court, in our country of Montana, 
the separate jurisdiction not subject to the state of Montana nor the very large Private corporation and 
their copyrighted statutes. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known the freemen characters' did in fact hear a matter of 
habeas coipus in Fergus county, and did self-appoint their own justice of the peace, in their supreme 
court, proving prima facie for those of us who have eyes to see and ears to hear the common law of 
England as it was meant at the time of the enabling act as adopted into our Constitution of Montana at the 
changing from a territory to a state. 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known this Private security agreement through writ of 
praecipe is voir dire, and this due presentment by the grand jury, the one summoned and impaneled as 
provided in Law through constitutional law and not statutory law, drawn by the elisors, and orally 
summoned serves this notice to appear as a courtesy with ten (10) day time limit for answer, and upon 
no answer and with this notice and knowledge by this due presentment, I, (name of juror), must obey the 
Law through Almighty God, and by lawful precepts of men, or in the alternative, by my willful, knowing, 
and purposeful aiding and abetting the criminal cover-up by Nickolas C. Mumion, Gladys M. Stanton, 
Lois Poulton, Thomas Girvin, Kenneth R. Wilson, Robert E. Mihalovich, Roy C. Rodeghiero, Joe L. 
Hegel, Gregory P. Mohr, Charles A. Phipps, G. Paul Smith, Vicki Knudsen, John Pluhar, Billy Merlak, 
Robert Phipps, Jo Ann Stanton, Darrell Higgins, Jean A. Tumage, Karla M. Gray, Terry N. Treweiller, 
Fred Weber, John Conway Harrison, William E. Hunt, Sr., James C. Nelson, Joseph P. Mazurek, John P. 
Connor, Jr., and upon my participation in convicting People not subject to Montana Code Annotated, nor 
subject to acts of congress and its created class of subject citizens, 1 , (name of juror), will become 
implicated in this constructive fraud, with commensurate liability for my willful, knowing, and 
purposeful acts, especially under the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and by this courtesy 
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presentment bona fide to prevent irreparable injury to innocent Private parties', 1, (name of juror), take 
judicial notice of my duties to my Almighty God, and my country of Montana, vowing now and forever 
to clean up the criminal cover-up instituted by Nickolas C. Mumion, Kenneth R. Wilson, Charles A. 
Phipps, John J. Pluhar, Billy B. Merlak, Robert N. Phipps, Joe L. Hegel, Jo Ann Stanton, Gladys M. 
Stanton, Gregory P. Mohr, Joseph P. Mazurek, John P. Connor, Jr., Mike Cooney, and many others, most 
of whom are in fact second class citizens, being subject to their creation by acts of congress and attached 
via commercial nexus, separate and distinct from the People of the Posterity who have elected by their 
own choice to come out from under the whore of Babylon as is commanded them in “Holy Scriptures”, 
in the Book of Revelations quoted; “Come out of her, My people! — that you may not be partakers with 
her sins, and that you may not become recipients of her plagues; for her sins are piled high as heaven; 
and God has remembered her wickedness.” 

1, (name of juror), either knew or should have known this courtesy presentment Private security 
agreement does not present the amount of damages which could occur against the Private parties' upon a 
constructive fraud created by the criminal cover-up agents in Garfield county, now using Custer county 
for their illusion their crimes have not been exposed, but knowing full well their crimes have been duly 
exposed state-wide, with exculpatory evidence in the hands of the perpetrator himself, and in the hands 
of the appellate branch of our supreme court of the state of Montana, through judicial notice and due 
presentment to chief justice Jean A. Tumage, expert witness to this constructive fraud, and willful 
participant at the time of this due presentment, by this praecipe whereby no freeman shall lose his Court. 
1, (name of juror), admit, the contents of this Private due presentment were extended to me as a courtesy 
by the injured parties' to prevent irreparable injury to innocent Private parties' and third parties, fully 
protected, secured, defended, and guaranteed to us by our public officers through their fidelity oath of 
office, public servants employed by the public service notwithstanding. 


Attestation: 


( name of juror ) 


Acknowledgment:_ 

Aggrieved Party, in our country of Montana, not a member of the freely 
associated compact party state of Montana, nor effectively connected in 
the conduct of a trade or business within the United States. 

to be signed after expiration of the courtesy due presentment bona fide tender offer to the Private party in 
our country of Montana after service upon said Private party by United States of America mail. 

Common Law Witness:_ 

Common Law Witness:_ 

Common Law Witness: 
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Garfield county-court 

common law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction 
wherein a State shall be Party 

Prosecuted by Common Law venue affidavit via U.C.C. § 1-105, U.C.C. § 1-103.6 and U.C.C. § 1-207 
IN RE: 

Private security agreement unilateral agreement, Notice to Appear within ten (10 ) day courtesy time limit 

United States of America ) 

Montana state de jure ) ss. Praecipe to Karla M, Gray, commissioner 

Garfield county de jure ) Justice in appellate jurisdiction only 

Justus Township ) Montana vs. Karla M. Gray 

Greetings: In the name and by the authority of the People, in relation to their class, freemen characters' in 
Justus Township, you, Karla M. Gray, are hereby commanded by this freeman's writ, through this private 
presentment giving you Notice, and ample time to answer, with or without prejudice to your public oath of 
office, before this Private due presentment becomes a “True Bill” by our right and our remedy in your 
federal common law a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code under Private International Law, utilizing the 
concepts of the place wherein the agreement is formed, and in the state of the forum in relation to the parties' 
power to choose applicable law as in the law merchant under the Negotiable Instruments Law, our pre-code 
remedy through the principals of law of contract, where fraud, coercion, duress, threat, misrepresentation, 
undue influence, and the like are in the forefront, with remedy as in estoppel, bankruptcy, principal and 
agent, and other validating and invalidating causes before or after the breach of simple contract as in U.C.C. 
§ 1-107 taking into non-negotiable consideration of simple contract bona fide pledge ( Karla M. Gray ) of 
public oath of office through liberally administered remedies as in U.C.C. § 1-106, especially by use of 
U.C.C. § 1-108 for the freemen characters' of separate and peculiar class who utilize U.C.C. § 1-109 through 
section captions where they apply to the class. 

Wherefore: 1, Karla M, Gray, commissioner or Justice of our appellate branch of supreme court ( of the 
state of Montana ), having this Notice by due presentment bona fide tender offer for specific performance 
pursuant to the parties' power to choose applicable law in their territorial realm, know and understand our 
house of cards is precariously perched, and based upon my answer or non-answer of this due presentment 
Private security agreement non-negotiable “True Bill”, a ninety-nine year lien ( possessory ) could ensue, 
through bonded warrant of attachment clothed in our forms, both standard and non-standard for any 
consideration sufficient to support a simple contract as in U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 44 ) ( d ), and enforceable for the 
parties' under U.C.C. § 9-501 through accommodation/surety/guarantor signature of necessity and with 
prejudice based in whole or in part by my non-answer or my answer to this courtesy bona fide due Private 
presentment in the country of Montana in the Unites States of America. 

I, Karla M. Gray, know and understand the fundamental concept, our appellate jurisdiction is limited to the 
choice of the parties', just as this agreement is limited to the choice of the parties', however, under simple 
contract law, my position is controlled by pledge, for my understanding in Law, the Law is presumed in 
simple contract, and the presumption is 1, Karla M, Gray, have bona fide taken a public oath of office to the 
Constitution of Montana, as well as our very large Private corporation defined by us as “this state” or 
“State” under pains and penalties of breach of contract, which as proven by this Notice and Knowledge due 
Private presentment will create the prima facie intent of criminal conduct on my part should 1, Karla M, 
Gray, fail to answer this due presentment Private security agreement “True Bill” within the courtesy time 
limit of ten 

( 10 ) days by this Notice to Appear, granted by leave of the Court procedendo ad judicium as an integral 
part of praecipe whereby no freeman shall lose his Court. 
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I, Karla M. Gray, know and understand the original jurisdiction in our one supreme court is exclusive at the 
choice of the parties', especially upon their due presentment of bonded warrants of attachment as against the 
delinquent parties', some of whom 1, Karla M. Gray, know personally, either public or private, meaning 
Nickolas C. Mumion, a double agent in Garfield county acting publicly and privately who for his crimes 
against the State has instigated of necessity this cleansing of our corruption and complicity in criminal 
barratry, criminal trespass, criminal forcible detainer, criminal unlawful detainer, criminal libel, criminal 
slander, through remedy for the freemen characters' in Garfield county and other counties by our own 
federal common law sometimes referred to by our very large Private owned corporation as Uniform 
Commercial Code, our cestui que trust bible for collections upon unilateral agreements, depending on the 
negotiability of the parties', and their commensurate learning levels of our criminal conspiracy to commit 
sedition d/b/a limited liability public policy beyond the scope of our authority. 

1, Karla M. Gray, know and understand, by the courtesy presentments duly served upon me by the freemen 
characters' which are in fact exculpatory evidence, and must be presented into open court by me, Karla M. 
Gray, expert witness in Garfield county or any of the other fifty-five counties in our country of Montana, 
for the simple reason my non-answer or answer to this Private security agreement “True Bill” becomes 
prima facie extra-judicial evidence to break the presumption for the trier of fact to overcome our color of 
law administrative controlled hearings disguised as court, and only applicable to the class of the parties', but 
have not original and exclusive jurisdiction over the person of the freeman characters', nor any in rem 
attachment by our very large Private coiporation, thereby negating any subject matter jurisdiction for our 
certified statutory justice of the peace to gain any type of jurisdiction over the exempt People, the duly 
expatriated freemen characters' in their realm which “We” of color hate and despise, as proven by our 
willful, knowing and felonious acts in our over-zealous criminal acts of treason and conspiracy to commit 
high treason against the Constitution of Montana and our republican form of government, the sole and 
exclusive right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State, the freemen characters' who 
have duly presented this Private security agreement “True Bill” to me, Karla M. Gray, as a courtesy. 

1, Karla M. Gray, know and understand, legislative created tribunals are voluntary for the parties', and said 
parties' must agree to the choice of hearing officer in their venue, just as venue is attached to the territory of 
the jurisdiction, and the law of the place wherein the land, and title of land is located, bringing in purview 
our supreme Law of the Land as in “Holy Scriptures”. Wherefore: 1, Karla M. Gray, freely admit, our 
federal common law does not contain remedy in documents of title which is quoted in our U.C.C. § 3-103, 
and even goes on further to say this Article does not deal in money. 1, Karla M, Gray, freely admit this is 
the reason for our own admittance of U.C.C. § 1-103.6 which is in harmony with the common law, a pre¬ 
code remedy wherein the code is not competent to give remedy at the choice of the suitor, with or without 
resort to a legislative created tribunal as in our own U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 34 ) and ( 36 ) at the parties' power to 
choose applicable law, which in this private security agreement “True Bill” is now admitted by me, Karla 
M. Gray, commissioner/Justice by the tenor of this agreement is in fact and in Law. 

1, Karla M. Gray, as Common Law Justice, freely admit, in our guaranteed republican form of government, 
in a judicial branch Court of Justice, the Justice managing his own cause is the plaintiff, which “We” have 
attempted to remove from the M.C.A. corporation statute-merchant ( copyrighted by our very large Private 
corporation ) under common usage, but were in fact captured by the freemen characters' who have tamed the 
West, by their undaunted truths, which by my own admissions, or by my non-admissions have over-come 
our color of law which means a lie, common usage for lawyers and the like. 

1, Karla M, Gray, further admit, Article V, section 26 of our Constitution of Montana forbids our 
Legislative Assembly from passing any local or special laws respecting the Courts of Justice which we do 
fully confirm in our own color of law codes as in M.C.A. § 3-15, under the heading “courts of limited 
jurisdiction” and our own deceptive explanation of how we certify “this state” or “State” justices of the 
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peace, or our State Justices of the Peace, who by their very own prima facie money trail, accept pay for their 
public services, making them in fact the de facto style of public officer, which by our prima facie codes is 
merely a public servant employed by a public service, meaning our very large Private corporation a/k/a the 
freely associated compact party states which define ourselves as “this state” or “State” and are limited to our 
territorial realm in the District of Columbia, its territories, its possessions, its subjects to which it relates, its 
acts of congress, and its commercial nexus. 

1, Karla M. Gray, know and understand, freemen characters' are in fact and in Law conservators of the 
peace, Justices' of the Peace, who appoint another Justice as their law clerk sitting at the pleasure of the 
Court, and 1, Karla M, Gray, as Common Law Justice mean in this Private security agreement “True Bill” 
are the very same Justices' who did lawfully appoint a Justice of the Peace in their Common Law venue, in 
their original and exclusive jurisdiction which our appellate branch of the supreme court of the state of 
Montana cannot supervise nor make rules, nor interfere in any manner whatsoever, bringing to light our 
crimes of supporting the criminal trespass by our title of nobility double agent, the delinquent Nickolas C. 
Mumion, who has nearly sunken our capsized ship of state, meaning “this state” and “State” as defined in 
our very own large Private corporation through our Private copyrighted codes a/k/a our civil contracts upon 
the class to which they relate, either public or private, just like this “True Bill”. 

1, Karla M. Gray, by my admission of Article V, section 26 of our Constitution of Montana in its entirety, 
and now making Declaratory Judgment as in our own M.C.A. § 27-8-101 through M.C.A. § 27-9-104 and 
even including our reserved chapters 10 and 11, move this Private security agreement “True Bill” as prima 
facie real evidence to overcome our color of law presumption all People are subjects of a class under the 
statute-merchant, subject to majority rule, subject to our implied consent unilateral agreements such as this 
one, and bound by our cestui que trust administering for our foreign principals such as the IMF, the IRS, the 
INTERPOL, the United Nations, the private Federal Reserve Banks and the like. 1, Karla M. Gray, know 
and understand our double agent Joseph P. Mazurek is a necessary party in this justiciable controversy, and 
by this Notice said Joseph P. Mazurek has already been served his Declaratory Judgment which he must 
confess to remove any uncertainty, without objection by anyone of any character whatsoever, making it clear 
for all who have eyes to see and ears to hear, the freemen characters' are in fact and in Law free, not subject 
to our laws, nor “this state”, nor “State” defined by our copyrighted codes, but are in fact more clearly 
defined in our own judges benchbook which we published as late as the year of 1982, and duly presented our 
obligations to the freemen characters' in their own country as in M.C.A. § 1-1-107, and recognized in “this 
state” as in M.C.A. § 1-1-108 and M.C.A. § 1-1-109. Now you, the freemen characters' know that 1, Karla 
M. Gray, commissioner and Justice know the meaning and intent of the legislature by our “True Bill” which 
“We” must acknowledge by confession of judgment and through our own prima facie M.C.A. § 1-11-101 
through M.C.A. § 1-11-103. 

1, Karla M. Gray, in purview of the freemen characters', a separate and distinct class of Private parties', by 
their own choice of parties' power to choose applicable law, know and understand leave granted by the Court 
means their sole and exclusive right of self governing as a free sovereign and independent State, not “this 
state”, nor “State” as defined by our own copyrighted M.C.A. statutes which are owned by our very large 
Private corporation administering to the national and international bankruptcy for our foreign principals, the 
United Nations and the like through our secretary of the treasury who is paid by the IMF, and not by the 
United States, nor the United States of America, thereby creating some contusion into this Private security 
agreement “True Bill” smacking of constructive fraud on my part, Karla M, Gray, admitted commissioner 
for this bankruptcy proceeding, knowing full well a bankrupt party cannot state a claim upon which relief 
could be granted, but on the reverse side of this bill of exchange, the freemen characters' are the perfected 
lien creditors upon my willful, knowing and purposeful delinquency by my own Private and public failure to 
answer this perfected “True Bill” within the courtesy time limit of ten ( 10 ) days of this due Private 
presentment, extra-judicial exculpatory evidence, which 1, Karla M. Gray, freely admit into the hands and 
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safe-keeping of Nickolas C. Mumion, Joseph P. Mazurek, Gladys M. Stanton, Gregory P. Mohr and John 
Connor, upon my nihil dicit, through U.C.C. § 9-403 inter alia, with Mike Cooney becoming the witness and 
process receiver, both public and private. 

1, Karla M. Gray, having agreed so far in this Private security agreement “True Bill” now further admit, 
under my bona fide public oath of office and in purview of the freemen characters' who have created their 
Justus Township by quoad hoc committee, duly made public upon tender offer of certified minutes to Jo 
An n Stanton, the supreme court-clerk in de jure Garfield county, and further made due presentments to our 
receiver for process upon our very large Private corporation, Mike Cooney, our secretary of state, but not 
necessarily the secretary of Montana, now known to me by this Notice and Knowledge granted by leave of 
the Court to aid in the appellate jurisdiction lacking in subject matter until the tenor of this bona fide due 
presentment becomes made public, with or without resort to our legislative created tribunals under our very 
own sanction of open public meetings in which two or more are gathered, synonymous with “Holy 
Scriptures”, the duly adopted Law of the Sovereign, meaning in this courtesy Private presentment, the 
freemen characters' who have removed themselves from our Babylon, creating for our color of law 
devastation to our credit and our creditability everlasting involuntary bankruptcy, through our auctioneers, 
our Department of the Treasury and the like. 

I, Karla M. Gray, freely admit this bona fide due Private presentment into open court as exculpatory 
evidence freely admitted by me, Karla M. Gray, as expert witness for our national and international 
bankruptcy which 1, Karla M. Gray, have so freely administered as commissioner for many years based 
upon this Court of Record, and my past performances, both public and private, in Law and in equity, and 
even including Private International Law. 

1, Karla M. Gray, having a preponderance of the evidence by this ex parte hearing in chambers, know and 
understand, by my nihil dicit, this due Private presentment “True Bill” will become public, by the mixed 
jurisdictions enjoyed by the freemen characters in their realm ( i.e. peculiar jurisdiction ), an express Right 
as in our Constitution of Montana beyond the scope of authority of any public officer, or public servant as 
the class of the character relates, Wherefore: in the interests of substantial justice, by my Declaratory 
Judgment to remove any uncertainty, the freemen characters' duly expatriated, and duly presented to our 
very large Private corporation, have been damaged by criminal acts of Nickolas C. Mumion, aided and 
abetted by John Connor, criminal acts of Gladys M. Stanton, criminal acts of Gregory P. Mohr, criminal acts 
of Joe L. Hegel, criminal acts of Kenneth R. Wilson, aided and abetted by Joseph P. Mazurek, by 
constructive fraud of Mike Cooney, even our own Ed Smith by his commissions and omissions, through our 
willful, knowing, and felonious cover-up of our criminal conspiracy scheme by our titles of nobility 
accepting emoluments from our very large Private corporation, denying, delaying and selling justice to the 
freemen characters' with our criminal intent, by our willful and knowing failure to dismiss all our bogus 
“charges”, and declare a mis-trial in Garfield county based upon this preponderance of the real evidence, 
extra-judicial in nature, exculpatory in nature, and prima facie presented into the hands of our own co¬ 
conspirators, the “We” “persons” as publicly announced by the delinquent Nickolas C. Mumion on the 
Current Affairs public television broadcast which drove another nail into our Private corporation coffin, 
damaging the freemen characters' further, now bringing their damages to the sum certain, on sight, on 
demand in the amount of One Hundred Fifty Million ( 150,000,000.00 ) dollars of current credit money bills 
of exchange, individually, and jointly and severally as against me, Karla M. Gray, and my co-horts Jean A. 
Tumage, James C. Nelson, William E. Hunt, Sr., Fred Weber, John Conway Harrison, and William E. Hunt, 
Sr., as well as our other members of our very large Private corporation administering to the national and 
international bankruptcy as admitted by acts of congress, and enforced by us through our very own federal 
common law at least as far back as the Erie Railroad vs. Tompkins decision in 1938, and the later 
implementation of the Clearfield doctrine long about 1943. 
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I, Karla M. Gray, admit our bogus process presented herein directly violates Article of amendment the 
Eleventh of our national constitution in relation to the freemen character class of People, not of the foreign 
state of the District of Columbia. 

1, Karla M, Gray, confess judgment for the sum certain amount of One Hundred Fifty Million 
( 150,000,000.00 ) dollars of current credit money in favor of each and every one of the freemen characters' 
who have been damaged by our very large Private corporation of “this state” by the willful, wanton, and 
malicious acts of our delinquent Nickolas C. Mumion, who “We” have failed to contain in his ongoing 
criminal conspiracy in Garfield county and other counties to cover-up his failure to prosecute in State vs. 
Jackie Kerrick, which has a warrant of attachment duly filed upon the county attorney trust account, and our 
very own certified impostor, Gladys M. Stanton, who 1, Karla M. Gray, freely admit was impersonating a 
public servant for as long back as 1987, and through our skillful cover-up through our libelous and 
slanderous use of our controlled news media, we have smothered the freemen characters' efforts to duly 
expose our criminal intent in our criminal cover-up which by my very own public and Private admissions in 
this due Private presentment “True Bill” is now full blown exposure, both public and Private, especially 
upon my admissions or non-admissions and through the effects of U.C.C. § 9-403 upon due tender of the 
filing fee and mailing certificate, both public and private, just like our worthless securities on the face which 
reads for all debts public and private. 

1, Karla M. Gray, further recommend, and make due order and command of mis-trial in our bogus sham 
proceeding initiated by our co-conspirator double agent Nickolas C. Mumion, aided and abetted by Gladys 
M. Stanton and Gregory P. Mohr in Garfield county and other counties, even though “We” did institute 
“charges” under our legal fiction county of Garfield of the state of Montana, our non-self governing form of 
government, not the traditional form of self-governing by choice of the suitor managing his own cause, and 
even to the point of election committee who administer the public oath, wherein all our Law begins, the 
principal over the servant, the Master over the Slave, and Almighty God over me, Karla M. Gray, judici 
satis poena est, quod Deum habet ultorem. 

Further 1, Karla M. Gray, commissioner for the bankruptcy, and sometime justice, appellate branch of our 

one supreme court of the state of Montana sayeth naught: teste this_day of June, 1994. 

Attest: _ 

Karla M, Gray, bona fide signature, bona fide fidelity signature, in purview of public oath of 
office freely admitted prima facie extra-judicial evidence with or without resort to a tribunal 
Acknowledgment: teste meipso this 27th day of May, in the year of our Almighty God, 
in Jesus name, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D.. 


William L. Stanton, sui juris, in personam, in Justus Township 


Richard E. Clark, sui juris, in personam, in Justus Township 


Edwin Clark, sui juris, in personam, in Justus Township 


Rodney O. Skurdal, sui juris, in personam, in Justus Township 


Emmett Clark, sui juris, in personam, in Justus Township 


Daniel E. Petersen, sui juris, in personam, in Justus Township 


LeRoy M. Schweitzer, sui juris, in personam, in Justus Township 


Ralph Clark, sui juris, in personam, in Justus Township 
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STATE OF THE FORUM COMMON LAW UCC/MCA §30-1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C./FS-4 PRIVATE SECURITY AGREEMENT NON-NEGOTIABLE "TRUE BILL" 

means bargain of the parties in fact 
CRAIG V. MISSOURI 29 US (IV PET.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Kelly Kingzett, individually, and as agent for Farmers Co-op Elevator, jointly and severally, attest 
to these facts in this non-negotiable U.C.C./FS-4 PRIVATE security agreement "true bill" under the 
principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these due PRESENTMENTS for acceptance 
without dishonor under MCA §§ 30-3-504 & 505, through principles of MCA §30-1-103 by undue influence, 
principal and agent, fraud, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, duress, threat, law of contracts, bankruptcy, 
estoppel and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum common law under MCA § 
30-1-105 (N.I.L.) herein contained agree as follows: 

On or about the_day of_, 199_ I, Kelly Kingzett, individually, and as 

agent employee for Fanners Co-op Elevator, did then and there attempt to convert Private property Rightfully 
owned and possessed by Resaw Trust, in the form of stored grain for value in excess of 

_Dollars of Money, into the hands of my willful and knowing accomplices, John R. 

Christensen, Basin State Bank, Mike Zacher, Greta M. Ross, Peter L. Rapkoch, Roy C. Rodeghiero, John 
Warner et ah, while having had prior notice and caveat issued to me by the freeman character Richard E. 
Wilson, who had advised me, Kelly Kingzett, to be fully aware of unlawful proceedings in the district court 
in Fergus county in Lewistown, Montana state, U.S.A., which had deprived the freeman character Richard E. 
Wilson his secured, protected, and guaranteed right of trial by jurymen of peers at the course of the Common 
Law as in our original handwritten Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, 
A.D.. 


I, Kelly Kingzett, either knew or should have known my willful and knowing accomplices above 
named, as well as myself would have to answer in one fonn or another for our willful and knowing 
participation in theft of Private property, with or without resort to a legislative created tribunal, but 
nevertheless subject to our own cultist rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code through our corrupt, evil, and 
wicked shysters. 

I, Kelly Kingzett, as agent for Farmers Co-op Elevator, know and understand the principal a man is 
worthy of his hire, and by the prima facie real evidence I, Kelly Kingzett, being an agent for Fanners Co-op 
Elevator, taking pay for presumed specific performance, must obey simple contract law, or become liable 
upon said contract. Even my attorney advisers knew and understood this elementary principal, but in our 
programmed mental condition, We, my co-conspirators and accomplices named in this Private security 
agreement and I, Kelly Kingzett, did willfully and knowingly acquire responsibility for our own actions or 
inactions, with appropriate punishments becoming evident from time to time as truth prevails for the freeman 
character in and for Fergus county/ comitatus in Montana in America. 

I, Kelly Kingzett, as agent for Farmers Co-op Elevator, know and understand the fundamental 
concept, the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, is principal over me, Kelly Kingzett, and over my 
accomplices, and should have been obeyed under his order to correct our ways, or in the alternative to at least 
read and understand our duty to our principal, Richard E. Wilson, in his foreign country of Montana in 
relation to our incestuous political will bankrupt corporation d/b/a public policy United States. 
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I, Kelly Kingzett, know and understand Private contracts supersede my personal authority, but at the 
same time my agency authority limits me, Kelly Kingzett, as employee of Fanners Co-op Elevator, from 
blindly accepting the misrepresentations and undue influence of my willful and knowing accomplices, 
without having applied due diligence on my own part, to correct my misguided application of duties to the 
sovereign, freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his State, but in this particular instance I, Kelly Kingzett, 
chose to submit myself to the commercial harlot Babylon, with commensurate liabilities and obligations. 

I, Kelly Kingzett, as employee of Fanners Co-op Elevator, know and understand by the tenor of this 
bona fide due PRESENTMENT, a breach of contract subjects me, Kelly Kingzett, to Private and public 
punishments while under specific performance of public duties through delegation of authority, whether or 
whether not I, Kelly Kingzett, have been misguided, misinfonned, and mislead by my willful and knowing 
accomplices named herein. 

I, Kelly Kingzett, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail, and under our corrupt 
system, no matter how colorable, the Unifonn Commercial Code was adequate to punish even the most 
mentally corrupt and deficient delinquents under parties power to choose applicable Law under MCA § 30-1- 
105 under the Negotiable Instruments Law, especially by remedy for the freeman character under UCC § 1- 
103.6. 


I, Kelly Kingzett, individually, and as agent for Fanners Co-op Elevator, know and understand the 
tenn “constructive fraud” with or without scienter, and the tenn conversion , and the term consideration , and 
the term obligation of contract , therefore, based upon this special, express, and explicit knowledge, I, Kelly 
Kingzett, individually, and as agent for Fanners Co-op Elevator, jointly and severally will become liable to 
the freemen character Richard E. Wilson in his State, on sight, on demand, should I, Kelly Kingzett, fail to 
comprehend the magnitude of my omissions and commissions under simple contract Law, especially under 
the supremacy Common Law, a/k/a as our organic Law in hannony with Holy Scriptures, the foundation of 
our Law, and especially for reasons in simple contract Law I, Kelly Kingzett, would fail to answer this due 
PRESENTMENT in any manner whatsoever by this tender offer for any consideration sufficient to support a 
simple contract as under UCC 1-201 (44) (d), especially under the provisions of MCA §30-1-103 which 
provides for bankruptcy, estoppel, and principal and agent through the Common Law under UCC 1-103.6 as 
in Anderson’s on the UCC , and as explained more fully in the Bank Officer’s Handbook of Commercial 
Banking Law , and in conjunction with the UCC at § 3-103(1) which I know and understand is quoted: “This 
Article does not apply to money, documents of title,——”. 

I, Kelly Kingzett, as agent for Farmers Co-op Elevator, do not fully understand the difference 
between the terms non-negotiable and negotiable, but after this PRIVATE security agreement “true bill” 
extended to me by the courtesy of making an answer within ten (10) days to the freemen character Richard E. 
Wilson in his State, I, Kelly Kingzett, admit this is ample time for me to learn this most important facet in 
Law. 


For my willful and knowing participation in this criminal conversion of Private property concerning 
the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his State, I, Kelly Kingzett, now know I must answer this 
courtesy presentment within ten (10) days of this duly service upon me, or through my continued ignorance 
in Law, coupled with the pressures of my willful and knowing accomplices, I, Kelly Kingzett, will become 
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liable for the sum certain amount of damages occurring to the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in this 
Private matter for Two Million (2,000,000) Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, especially under our own 
rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code, which was adopted by my adviser accomplices themselves, 
purportedly learned in Law. 

I, Kelly Kingzett, admit in this PRIVATE security agreement “true bill”, the fact I do know and 
understand the tenn accommodation, and the tenn surety, and the term guarantor, and the term Maker, and 
the term Payee, and the tenn Drawer as could be duly presented in a special Private collections item, 
restricted endorsement Documentary Draft a/k/a distress warrant, drawn without recourse by the Sovereign, 
freemen character Richard E. Wilson in his State, without prejudice to the freemen in their Common Law 
state of the forum under the Unifonn Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and through a privately 
bonded Notary Public under protest as in Rule 9(e), 44.1, 902(3)(A)(B) 8 & 9, enforceable under UCC §9- 
501 nihil dicit in Law. 

I, Kelly Kingzett, admit conversion is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through Common Law 
Affidavit by Common Law “Warrant of Attachment” in this Montana state in these several states in this 
Union of States in America. 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT: by Kelly Kingzett, individually, and as agent for Farmers Co-op 
Elevator, Denton, Montana state, U.S.A., jointly and severally 

PRIVATE SEAL: _ 

Kelly Kingzett, bona fide, and subject nihil dicit 

Attestation: by the freemen character Richard E. Wilson in Law 
TESTE MEIPSO THIS 25TH DAY OF JANUARY, IN THE YEAR OF OUR ALMIGHTY GOD, 

Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D. 

Jurat: _ 

Honorable Justice Richard E. Wilson, jus soli, jus sanguinis, jure corona, sui juris 
in and for Fergus county in this Montana state in our Nation in America 

Common Law Witness:_ 

Common Law Witness:_ 

Common Law Witness:_ 

TESTE THIS_DAY OF_, NINETEEN HUNDRED NINETY FOUR, A.D. 
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U.C.C./MCA FS-4 Private security agreement “True Bill” via § 1-105 ( N.I.L.) 

{bargain of the parties in fact} 

Craig V. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, George Corn, individually, and as de jure public officer in Ravalli county, attest to these facts in this non- 
negotiable bona fide "True Bill" U.C.C./MCA FS-4 Private security agreement under the principle of "ignorance of 
the law is no excuse", and therefore, by these due Presentments for acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C./MCA 
§§ 30-3-504 & 505, through principles of U.C.C./MCA § 30-1-103 through undue influence, duress, coercion, 
mistake, threat, misrepresentation, fraud, principal and agent, law of contracts, estoppel, “ bankruptcy'" and other 
validating or invalidating causes and by our supremacy Common Law venue original and exclusive jurisdiction 
(applicable Law under U.C.C./MCA § 30-1-105 N.I.L.) by parties' power to choose herein contained agree 

individually, and jointly and severally as follows: 

I, George Corn, holding the public office of county attorney in Ravalli county, either knew or should have known, 
my duties to the Sovereigns are obligatory upon me pursuant to my public oath of office, and I, George Corn, being 
trained in the Masonic fraternal brotherhood did not have any legal nor lawful authority to compel the clerk and 
recorder to perjury of her public oath of office to the State, even though the facts prove I did perjure my public oath 
of office which compels me to keep our Courts of Justice open at all times for the Sovereign, in this instant matter 
the State. 

I, George Corn, being quite ignorant in Law, did willfully and knowingly disobey the provisions in Magna Charta 
chapter 45, breaching covenant with the State, causing irreparable injury to innocent private third parties, causing 
limited liability upon the county of Ravalli of the state of Montana, the other jurisdiction which I, George Corn, 
should have known existed before I immorally seduced the Ravalli county court clerk and recorder, and caused my 
own demise. 

I, George Corn, either knew or should have known the two different and opposing forms of government in our 
country of Montana, which is also recognized in the national forum in Title 28, U.S.C., by the two different oaths of 
office under section 1746, one within the United States and one not within the United States. 

I, George Corn, either knew or should have known Betty Lund's public office encompasses the duties of the 
supreme Court clerk in original jurisdiction, even though the lawyer cartel now known as State Bar of Montana 
deceitfully manipulated the civil contracts copyrighted codes for legal effect to overthrow our republican form of 
government using me as the pawn. But somewhere in my training I was told ignorance of the law is no excuse, and 
therefore this courtesy due presentment via Private security agreement with ten ( 10 ) day time limit to make a bona 
fide answer, and 1 freely admit it must contain some reason and basis in Law which my letter of May 6th, 1994, 
failed to contain, causing damages to the State. 

I, George Corn, either knew or should have known quo warranto exists for the State, in its protections by surety, for 
removal of delinquents from public office, ignorance of the law notwithstanding. 

I, George Corn, did have serious doubts of the validity of the opinions dispersed my own hand, but by common 
usage as a whore of Babylon for the State Bar of Montana, I, George Corn, being literally immorally seduced in 
licentiousness, unequally yoked with the delinquents, became a delinquent myself, causing damages to the State, who 
are not subject to Montana Codes Annotated nor any of our color of law foisted upon the State by our perverts, 
casting about opinions which carry the same legal effect of a fart in a skillet. 

I, George Corn, either knew or should have known the State has provisions to protect itself from titles of nobility, 
and my public oath of office secures this unalienable Right to the State, in its common law venue original and 
exclusive jurisdiction, especially while I, George Corn am subject to the will of the supreme Court in Ravalli 
county, in our country of Montana, not within the United States. 

I, George Corn, now freely admit, by State-wide exposure, the State Bar of Montana cannot cover their mere 
opinions by the expose of the formidable State who through special grand jury State-wide have uncovered the fraud 


“Due Presentment distress warrant” 


Page 1 of 2 



of the century, with me, George Corn, a necessary party by my own overt and covert acts, whether by omission or 
commission, whether unduly influenced upon me by the fraternal order of Masonic brotherhood or not. 

I, George Corn, freely admit, our Philips county commissioners are just about as dumb in this area of Law as I 
admit, but by our common usage we had been having a heyday in constructive fraud upon the State, up until this due 
Private presentment cut us off at the pass, and justly compels our answer before default nihil dicit, through our own 
admitted ignorance in Law. Not to worry, our insurance adjuster Mark O'Keefe will pick up the bail, and pay over to 
the State upon due presentments via our own Uniform Commercial Code where the shoe fits. But see U.C.C. 9-501 
for enlightenment, enhanced for the State at Rule 902 of our own makings. 

I, George Corn, should have studied our Constitution of Montana at Article V, section 26 before my mentors 
subjected me to this liability, but it is not too late, for all to be remedied I, George Corn, of necessity, must testify 
before special grand jury the fact I, George Corn willfully and knowingly committed my immoral commercial acts, 
causing me financial pains and punishments commensurate with the crime. 

I, George Corn, know and understand simple contract law supersedes my opinionated letter of May 6th, 1994, 
addressed to my co-conspirator Laurel Hines, which contains prima facie my false opinions, in violation of the State 
in its separate, peculiar and exclusive jurisdiction in counties organized for judicial purposes, opinions of our 
Masonic fraternity notwithstanding. 

For my willful, knowing, and felonious participation in trespass upon the State, 1, George Corn, confess judgment in 
the sum certain amount of One Hundred ( 100,000,000.00 ) Million Dollars of Money, in Lawful Money of Account, 
in United States of America Money, for my transgressions in Law, based upon this public record duly presented for 
public record in Ravalli county organized for judicial purposes, commissioned by the State, the Sovereign will by the 
People under their sole and exclusive Right of self-governing themselves as a free sovereign and independent State. 
And see our Constitution of Montana, especially in purview of Article V, section 26 as it relates to Courts of Justice, 
Justices' of the Peace, Constables, special grand jury, county offices, fines and punishments and the like. 

I, George Corn, freely admit I must obtain some opinions as to the validity of U.C.C., sections 1-103, 1-105, 1-207, 
1-109, 1-106, 9-501, 5-105, 1-201 (44) (d), 1-201 (34) & (36), 9-403 (1) and the like, but in the interests of 
substantial justice, I, George Corn, must shun the mere opinions of my mentors in the State Bar of Montana. 

teste this_day of July, in the year of our Almighty God, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Further I, George Corn, sayeth naught: _ 

Attestation: George Corn, county attorney, Ravalli county 

Acknowledgment: _ 

per curiam, Loran Herbert, sui generis, in personam, in Justus Township 

teste meipso this_day of July, in the year of our Almighty God, through our Redeemer, 

Emmanuel, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 
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State of the forum Common Law UCC § 1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C.-4 Private Security Agreement Non-Negotiable "True Bill" 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig Vs. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Robert A. Mandel, individually, and as purported executive officer for the United States District Court, District of 
South Dakota, Central Division, jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "True Bill" U.C.C.-4 
Private security agreement under the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these special Pre¬ 
sentments for acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C. §§ 3-504, 501 & 505, through principles of U.C.C. § 1-103 by 
undue influence, principal and agent, fraud, duress, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, estoppel, law of contracts, 
bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum common law under U.C.C. § 1-105 
(N.I.L. ) herein contained agree with the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his country of South Dakota as follows: 

On or about the 13th day of April, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D., in Dewey county, Isabel, South 
Dakota state, United States of America, I, Robert A. Mandel, purported executive officer employed by the executive 
branch of the United States government, while accepting payment for my purported services to the People did willfully, 
knowingly, and purposefully cause to be issued a purported summons in a criminal case no. CR95-30029 concerning 
private matters of Right of possession of private property owned by the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his “other 
jurisdiction" country of South Dakota expressly not “within" our admitted bankrupt United States and its jurisdictions 
over its subjects/citizens created by acts of congress rather than by an act of Almighty God in Common Law venue, said 
peculiar venue being reserved to the People inviolate at their Sovereign will through their sole and exclusive Right of 
self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State not effectively connected with the compact party state of South 
Dakota d/b/a the United States under common usage federal common law a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code. 

By the tenor of our summons in a criminal case, I, Robert A. Mandel, have presented prima facie my conflict of 
interest, especially for the very fact I, Robert A. Mandel, freely admit for this special private presentment security 
agreement “True Bill” my real evidence of federal form 61 which proves the double character of the purported hearing 
executive officer Mark A. Moreno as willful accomplice in relation to the special character of the private parties' who 
may come voluntarily before our nisi prius legislative created tribunal hearing matters of contract before matters of law 
have been established in a judicial forum for the People who have discovered our constructive fraud and are no longer 
becoming liable to our color of law, color of right, and color of authority over mere statutory defined “persons”, our 
aliens of artificial entity through political will which cannot be compelled against the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in 
his peculiar jurisdiction through his non-waiver of his Common Law venue in his original and exclusive one supreme 
Court in Dewey county court in his country of South Dakota exempt from our territorial realm, meaning our ten square 
miles of the District of Columbia, its possessions, and its subjects through contract law. 

I, Robert A. Mandel, full well know and admit 1 have no original jurisdiction over the proper person of Arnold G. 
Wiedmer in his country of South Dakota “other jurisdiction", nor does our nisi prius tribunal acting under United States 
jurisdiction have any in personam, in rem, nor subject matter jurisdiction over the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer 
through his special, express and explicit reservation of protections under his Article of amendment the Eleventh of our 
national Constitution prohibiting our United States citizens/subjects from invoking judicial power of the United States 
against a State wherein Arnold G. Wiedmer in his exclusive jurisdiction under Common Law venue has effectively 
blocked our nisi prius tribunal from compelled performance over the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his “other 
jurisdiction" evidenced by my public oath of office and my fidelity bond for specific performance in relation to writ of 
covenant synonymous with writ of praecipe whereby no freeman shall lose his Court. 

I, Robert A. Mandel, further admit in direct relation to the above sentence and based upon the preponderance of the 
real evidence supplied to me by courtesy presentment from the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his “other jurisdiction" 
one supreme Court in and for Dewey county, the Justices' in our Tenth Circuit Court have already overcome my 
presumption of jurisdiction causing a criminal element against me, Robert A. Mandel in this special private 
presentment should I, Robert A. Mandel attempt to further subvert our supreme Law of the Land which is obligatory 
upon me under Article VI, clause 1 and 2 of our national Constitution, titles of nobility notwithstanding in our nisi prius 
tribunals limited to facts in connection with contracts containing consent, consideration and at least two parties' who 
have put up something of value for said consideration, looking to pre-Code law for remedy for the Sovereign Arnold G. 
Wiedmer under U.C.C. § 1-103.6 in harmony with U.C.C. § 1-105 through conflicts of law via Private International Law 
under the former Negotiable Instruments Law by parties' power to choose applicable law under territorial application of 
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the act, said territorial application of the act now being in Dewey county court, the one supreme Court of original and 
exclusive jurisdiction for the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer as presented by our very own Title 28, U.S.C., Supreme 
Court Rules, “other jurisdiction” Rule 17.1 and more fully acknowledged by the Justices' of our Tenth Circuit Court 
order and judgment res judicata, by attachment as an integral part of this special private presentment security agreement 
“True Bill”. 

I, Robert A. Mandel, full well contemplating the above stated presentment and its intent, know and understand any 
further trespass upon Private Right owned by the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his exclusive jurisdiction in Common 
Law venue will become criminal intent to commit trespass upon the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in direct violation of 
my public oath of office to the People in South Dakota state causing warrant of arrest upon me for perjury upon my 
public oath of office, said willful act of perjury being synonymous with acts of tyranny with commensurate punishment 
for the guilty party, or parties as the cause of action occurs in Dewey county court invoked by the Sovereign Arnold G. 
Wiedmer of necessity pursuant to my prior court record proven by common usage. 

I, Robert A. Mandel, either knew or should have known titles of nobility are forbidden in the Sovereign's country of 
South Dakota, “other jurisdiction” from our purported compact party state of South Dakota public policy political will 
limited liability insurance corporation acting as agency for the admitted bankrupt United States and its foreign principals 
and powers, said acts being repugnant to the Sovereign's Constitution of South Dakota and repugnant to our national 
Constitution, thereby furthering my prima facie conflict of interest as admitted by me through prima facie intent via my 
accomplices federal form 61 on public record with the office of the clerk in our nisi prius tribunal United States District 
Court, District of South Dakota, Central Division, Pierre, SD, a regional area for the common herd United States 
citizens/subjects residents of the compact party state of South Dakota d/b/a democracy repugnant to Article IV, section 4 
of our national Constitution and applicable for the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in this special private presentment 
security agreement “True Bill” without recourse for the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer under our own U.C.C. § 1- 
207.7. 

I, Robert A. Mandel, know and understand the People have a sole and exclusive right of self-governing as a free 
sovereign and independent State in their country of South Dakota under our parallel forms of government, even though 
my title of nobility character and corporation status command me to accept my Baal from my mentors, our Title of 
Nobility State Bar of South Dakota black-robed fraternal brotherhood, similar to the style of “person” so hated and 
despised by Emmanuel in Luke in Holy Scriptures for twenty one ( 21 ) verses in a row. 

I, Robert A. Mandel, either knew or should have known my so-called summons in a criminal case CR95-30029 against 
Arnold G. Wiedmer was construed to be my submission to obey the international banking cartel, the I.M.F., the 
Department of the Treasury, and others of our immoral ilk owing allegiance to a foreign power which is contrary to the 
title of nobility prohibition original thirteenth amendment to our national Constitution quoted as follows: 

“Article XIII 

“If any citizen of the United States shall Accept, claim, receive or retain any title of nobility or honour, 
or shall, without the consent of Congress, accept and retain any present, pension, office or 
emolument of any kind whatever, from any emperor, king, prince or foreign power, such person shall 
cease to be a citizen of the United States, and shall be incapable of holding any office of trust or 
profit under them, or either of, them.” 

I, Robert A. Mandel, either knew or should have known perfected securities when tendered to the debtor in possession 
become an asset at a Bank, and are immediately collectable through special private collections at the midnight hour at 
said Bank, especially upon formal protest from the country of South Dakota through office of notary public and due 
presentment at any Post Office, the G.A.O. in each of the several States in our union in America, full well protected for 
the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer through compliance by me, Robert A. Mandel of Article IV, section 1 of our 
national Constitution through my fidelity bond pursuant to my bona fide public oath of office duly recorded in and for 
Dewey county court in compliance with the Foreign Agents Registration Act of 1938, synonymous with our own U.S.C. 
Title 18 section 2385 carrying a ten ( 10 ) thousand Dollar penalty and felony jail term for its willful breach of spirit and 
intent proven prima facie against me by public court record. 

I, Robert A. Mandel, know and understand Texas vs. White, 7 Wall. 700-743, ( 1869 ) proves the Sovereign Arnold G. 
Wiedmer is the State in fact in united States of America jurisdiction admitted by our parallel forms of government via 
U.S.C. Title 28, section 1746 ( 1 ) vs. 1746 ( 2 ) and further acknowledged in Title 28, U.S.C. Rules of evidence 1101 
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footnotes under subdivision (a) quoted: "These various provisions do not in terms describe the same courts. In 
congressional usage the phrase “district courts of the United States, ” without further qualification, traditionally has 
included the district courts established by Congress in the states under Article III of the Constitution, which are 
“constitutional” courts, and has not included the territorial courts created under Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2, 
which are “legislative” courts." 

I, Robert A. Mandel, further admit of the fact the Bank Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking Law at § 21- 
40, presents concepts of criminal conversion under duties and obligations of the Bank, even though 1 did not altogether 
understand the fact the Bank is the debtor in possession as collections agent for our own admitted national bankruptcy as 
presented in our own Title 22, U.S.C., and further explained in Anderson's on the Uniform Commercial Code § 3-419 
concerning criminal conversion, either by non-acceptance or by non-payment for any consideration sufficient to support 
a simple contract under U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 44 ) ( d ). 

I, Robert A. Mandel, either knew or should have known conflicts of law are found at U.C.C. § 1-105 through territorial 
application of the act and by parties' power to choose applicable law in their country of South Dakota, a separate 
peculiar and distinct jurisdiction and Common Law venue from our public policy political will cestui que trust 
administering for the Department of Commerce which our mentors have dubbed the Supreme Court, meaning our black- 
robed fraternal brethren in Pierre, South Dakota, known to us by the use of the symbol "SD”. 

I, Robert A. Mandel, freely admit of the fact I will never openly read this special private security agreement “True 
Bill” in Dewey county court meetings for fear the People will rebel and fire me on the spot with further deportation 
process against me for my admitted conflict of interest and commensurate ignorance of the law, public oath of office to 
our Department of Commerce notwithstanding in Law. 

I, Robert A. Mandel, know and understand my opinion has the same value as our so-called summons in a criminal case 
which 1 did cause to be presented to the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in “other jurisdiction” even though my inner 
conspiratorial conflicts of interest became manifest to the People in Dewey county court who have due authority and 
judicial power under our Constitution of South Dakota to abolish my job, and my opinions at their will under their own 
guarantees of Article III, section 23 of their Constitution of South Dakota which expressly denies our titles of nobility 
from entering into the Sovereign's realm unless leave is granted by the Court. 

I, Robert A. Mandel, being subject to my own willful, knowing, and ignorant acts conceived upon my programmed 
sub-culture in our social experiment stations of public learning know and understand the concepts of the long-standing 
phrase quoted; “If the shoe fits, wear it”, and, “The Truth hurts.” 

I, Robert A. Mandel, have openly exposed myself to the People in Dewey county court through my use of the pen, or 
misuse as the cause of action may be in direct relation to the character of the private third parties', and subject to any 
consideration sufficient to support a simple contract by supplementary provisions of law under our own admitted U.C.C. 
§ 1- 103 through pre-Code remedy, said remedy through U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 34 ) and ( 36 ) with or without resort to a 
legislative created tribunal and its executive branch employees under conflict of interest holding offices of profit and 
gain under our own admitted bankrupt United States who cannot state a claim upon which relief could be granted by the 
Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his “other jurisdiction”. 

I, Robert A. Mandel, either knew or should have known the Common Law is the rule of decision for the Sovereign 
Arnold G. Wiedmer in his “other jurisdiction” superseding mere statutory construction and by the will of the People who 
rule over me and our incestuous State Bar of South Dakota title of nobility franchise barred by the People in their Courts 
of Justice in their Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction in Dewey county court. 

I, Robert A. Mandel, further admit our ignorance of the law is no excuse and by this courtesy due presentment by the 
Sovereign, Arnold G. Wiedmer, I, Robert A. Mandel, have ten ( 10 ) days in which to make a substantial answer to this 
special Private security agreement “True Bill”, or in the alternative, coupled with my ignorance quotient and based 
upon our prior willful, knowing and ignorant acts, I, Robert A. Mandel, will become individually, and jointly and 
severally liable to the Sovereign, Arnold G. Wiedmer, in his “other jurisdiction” for in excess of One Hundred Million ( 
100,000,000.00 ) Dollars of Lawful Money of Account under our supreme Law of the Land at Article VI, cl. 1 & 2 
national Constitution which I, Robert A. Mandel, have no real competent authority to make any determination at this 
point in time, opinions of our criminal co-conspirators State Bar of South Dakota notwithstanding. 
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I, Robert A. Mandel, know and understand the People have regained their Sovereignty over their subjects, and their 
remedy in this special Private security agreement “True Bill” is incomprehensible to me, Robert A. Mandel in my 
particular mental state of conflict of interest, but nevertheless quite adequate for the principal over the agent, especially 
by our subordinate position linked with our simple contract obligations to the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his 
“other jurisdiction” country of South Dakota who possesses certain knowledge extremely lacking by me, Robert A. 
Mandel, in this corporation state. 

I, Robert A. Mandel, know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the prima facie real 
evidence I, Robert A. Mandel, being an executive appointed agent taking pay for presumed specific performance, must 
obey simple contract law, or become liable upon said simple contract. Even our attorney advisers knew and understood 
this elementary principal, but in our programmed mental condition. We, our criminal co-conspirators and willful 
accomplices named in this Private security agreement “True Bill” and I, Robert A. Mandel, did willfully and 
knowingly take the responsibility for our own actions or inactions, with appropriate punishments becoming evident from 
time to time as truth prevails in Dewey county court in our country of South Dakota. 

I, Robert A. Mandel, know and understand Private contracts supersede our Constitutional authority, but at the same 
time our Constitutional authority limits me, Robert A. Mandel, from blindly accepting the misrepresentations and 
undue influence of our willful and knowing criminal accomplices, without having applied due diligence on our own part, 
to correct our misguided and maligned application of duties to the Sovereign, Arnold G. Wiedmer, but in this particular 
instance 1, Robert A. Mandel, chose to submit myself to the commercial harlot Babylon, with commensurate liabilities 
attaching directly to me, Robert A. Mandel in my mental state. 

I, Robert A. Mandel, know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide private Presentment “True Bill”, a breach of 
contract subjects me, Robert A. Mandel, to Private and public punishments while under specific performance of public 
oath of office through delegation of authority, whether or whether not I, Robert A. Mandel, have been misguided, 
misinformed, and mislead by our willful and knowing criminal accomplices named herein in our political will public 
policy limited liability corporation d/b/a the Department of Commerce through compact with the United States. 

I, Robert A. Mandel, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail, and under our system, no matter how 
colorable, the Uniform Commercial Code was adequate to punish even our most mentally corrupt and deficient 
delinquents, which includes me, Robert A. Mandel, but not exclusively in this state. 

I, Robert A. Mandel, individually, know and understand the term constructive fraud with or without scienter, and the 
term consideration, and the term obligation of contract, therefore, based upon this special, express, and explicit 
knowledge, I, Robert A. Mandel, individually, and jointly and severally will become liable to the freeman character 
Arnold G. Wiedmer on sight, on demand, should I, Robert A. Mandel, fail to comprehend the magnitude of our 
omissions and commissions under simple contract Law, especially under our supremacy Common Law, a/k/a as our 
organic Law in harmony with Holy Scriptures , the foundation of our Law, and especially for reasons in contract Law I, 
Robert A. Mandel, would fail to answer this due private Presentment in any manner whatsoever by this tender offer for 
any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract especially under the provisions of U.C.C. § 1-103 which 
provide for bankruptcy and estoppel, through the Common Law under UCC § 1-103.6 as in Anderson's on the UCC , 
and as explained more fully in the Bank Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking Law , and in conjunction with 
the UCC at § 3-103(1) which 1 know and understand is quoted: “This Article does not apply to money, 
documents of title,—”. 

I, Robert A. Mandel, do not fully understand the difference between the terms non-negotiable and negotiable, but after 
this Private security agreement “True Bill” extended to me by the courtesy of the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer of 
making an answer within ten (10) days to the freeman character, I, Robert A. Mandel, admit this is ample time for us to 
learn this most important facet in Law in this state, and in their ( Sovereign's ) State. 

For our willful and knowing participation in this conversion of Private property concerning Arnold G. Wiedmer, I, 
Robert A. Mandel, now know 1 must answer this courtesy private presentment “True Bill” within ten (10) days of this 
service upon Robert A. Mandel, or through my continued ignorance in Law, coupled with the pressures of our willful 
and knowing criminal accomplices, I, Robert A. Mandel, will become liable for the sum certain amount of damages 
occurring to Arnold G. Wiedmer in this Private matter for One Hundred Million (100,000,000.00) Dollars of Lawful 
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Money of Account, especially under our own rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code, which was adopted by our adviser 
criminal accomplices themselves, purportedly learned in law. 

I, Robert A. Mandel, admit in this special Private security agreement “True Bill”, the fact I do know and understand 
the term accommodation, and the term surety, and the term guarantor, and the term Maker, and the term Payee, and the 
term Drawer as could be duly presented in a special Private collections item, restricted endorsement Documentary Draft, 
certified money order, or certified Banker's check, drawn without recourse by the Sovereign, freemen character Arnold 
G. Wiedmer, without prejudice to the freeman characters' in their Common Law venue state of the forum under the 
Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and through a Privately bonded Notary Public under protest as in 
Rule 9(d), 44.1, 902(3)(A)(B) 8 & 9, enforceable under UCC § 9-501 nihil dicit, and duly recorded publicly under 
U.C.C. § 9-403(1) by choice of option for the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his country of South Dakota. 

I, Robert A. Mandel, admit perjury is synonymous with tyranny and is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through 
Common Law Affidavit in this South Dakota state in these several States in this union of States in America, expressly 
not “within” the United States under the tenor of this special Private presentment security agreement “True Bill” in 
Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction reserved to the People. 


Attestation: by Robert A. Mandel, individually, and as executive officer for the United States, jointly 

AND SEVERALLY IN OUR COUNTRY OF SOUTH DAKOTA, IN OUR NATION IN AMERICA 

Public SEAL: 


Robert A. Mandel, bona fide, and subject nihil dicit 
judici satis poena est, quod Deum habet ultorem 


Acknowledgment I BY THE FREEMAN CHARACTER ARNOLD G. WlEDMER IN LAW 

TESTE MEIPSO THIS_DAY OF MAY, IN THE YEAR OF OUR ALMIGHTY GOD, 

THROUGH OUR REDEEMER EMMANUEL, NINETEEN HUNDRED NINETY FIVE, A.D. 


Arnold G. Wiedmer, in personam, in re, in our country of South Dakota in these United States of America 

UNDER ORGANIC LAW, MAGNA CHARTA, AND HOLY SCRIPTURES 

United States of America ) 

South Dakota state { organic} ) ss. before Notary Public in our country of South Dakota 
Dewey county court ) 

I,_, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered, and privately bonded notary public in our country of 

South Dakota, attest and acknowledge the facts as contained in this special private presentment bona fide tender offer “True Bill”, 
certifying upon public record the freeman character Arnold G. Wiedmer, known to me did sign before me this instrument on this 

_day of May, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, through our Redeemer Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred 

Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Notary Public Seal:_ 

Fees:_, Postage:_, Affidavit:_, 

Oath:_, Mileage:_, Misc.:_. 
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State of the forum Common Law UCC § 1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C.-4 Private Security Agreement Non-Negotiable "True Bill" 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig Vs. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Mark A. Moreno, individually, and as purported ministerial executive hearing officer for the United States District 
Court, District of South Dakota, Central Division, jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "True 
Bill" U.C.C.-4 Private security agreement under the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by 
these special Presentments for acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C. §§ 3-504, 501 & 505, through principles of 
U.C.C. § 1-103 by undue influence, principal and agent, fraud, duress, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, estoppel, 
law of contracts, bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum common law under 
U.C.C. § 1-105 (N.I.L.) herein contained agree with the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his country of South Dakota 
as follows: 

On or about the_day of April, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D., in Dewey county, Isabel, South 

Dakota state. United States of America, I, Mark A. Moreno, purported judicial officer employed by the executive 
branch of the United States government, while accepting payment for my purported services to the People did willfully, 
knowingly, and purposefully accept my name to be presented on a purported summons in a criminal case no. CR95- 
30029 concerning private matters of Right of possession of private property owned by the Sovereign Arnold G. 
Wiedmer in his “other jurisdiction" country of South Dakota expressly not “within" our admitted bankrupt United States 
and its jurisdictions over its subjects/citizens created by acts of congress rather than by an act of Almighty God in 
Common Law venue, said peculiar venue being reserved to the People inviolate at their Sovereign will through their sole 
and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State not effectively connected with the 
compact party state of South Dakota d/b/a the United States under common usage federal common law a/k/a Uniform 
Commercial Code. 

By the tenor of our summons in a criminal case, I, Mark A. Moreno, have presented prima facie my conflict of interest, 
especially for the very fact I, Mark A. Moreno, freely admit for this special private presentment security agreement 
“True Bill” my real evidence of federal form 61 which proves my double character in relation to the special character of 
the private parties' who may come voluntarily before me in our nisi prius legislative created tribunal hearing matters of 
contract before matters of law have been established in a judicial forum for the People who have discovered our 
constructive fraud and are no longer becoming liable to our color of law, color of right, and color of authority over mere 
statutory defined “persons”, our aliens of artificial entity through political will which cannot be compelled against the 
Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his peculiar jurisdiction through his non-waiver of his Common Law venue in his 
original and exclusive one supreme Court in Dewey county court in his country of South Dakota exempt from our 
territorial realm, meaning our ten square miles of the District of Columbia, or its possessions, and its subjects through 
contract law. 

I, Mark A. Moreno, full well know and admit 1 have no original jurisdiction over the proper person of Arnold G. 
Wiedmer, nor does my tribunal acting under “other jurisdiction” have any in personam, in rem, nor subject matter 
jurisdiction over the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer through his special, express and explicit reservation of protection 
under his Article of amendment the Eleventh of our national Constitution prohibiting our United States citizens/subjects 
from invoking judicial power of the United States against a State wherein Arnold G. Wiedmer in his exclusive 
jurisdiction under Common Law venue has effectively blocked our nisi prius tribunal from compelled performance over 
the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his “other jurisdiction" evidenced by my public oath of office and my fidelity bond 
for specific performance in relation to writ of covenant synonymous with writ of praecipe whereby no freeman shall lose 
his Court. 

I, Mark A. Moreno, further admit in direct relation to the above sentence and based upon the preponderance of the real 
evidence supplied to me by courtesy presentment from the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his “other jurisdiction" one 
supreme Court in and for Dewey county the Justices' in our Tenth Circuit Court have already overcome my presumption 
of jurisdiction causing a criminal element against me, Mark A. Moreno in this special private presentment should I, 
Mark A. Moreno attempt to further subvert our supreme Law of the Land which is obligatory upon me under Article VI, 
clause 1 and 2 of our national Constitution, titles of nobility notwithstanding in our nisi prius tribunals limited to facts in 
connection with contracts containing consent, consideration and at least two parties' who have put up something of value 
for said consideration, looking to pre-Code law for remedy for the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer under U.C.C. § 1- 
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103.6 in harmony with U.C.C. § 1-105 through conflicts of law via Private International Law under the former 
Negotiable Instruments Law by parties' power to choose applicable law under territorial application of the act, said 
territorial application of the act now being in Dewey county court, the one supreme Court of original and exclusive 
jurisdiction for the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer as presented by our very own Title 28, U.S.C., Supreme Court Rules, 
“other jurisdiction” Rule 17.1 and more fully acknowledged by the Justices' of our Tenth Circuit Court order and 
judgment res judicata, by attachment as an integral part of this special private presentment security agreement “True 
Bill” 


I, Mark A. Moreno, full well contemplating the above stated presentment and its intent, know and understand any 
further trespass upon Private Right owned by the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his exclusive jurisdiction in Common 
Law venue will become criminal intent to commit trespass upon the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in direct violation of 
my public oath of office to the People in South Dakota state causing warrant of arrest upon me for perjury upon my 
public oath of office, said willful act of perjury being synonymous with acts of tyranny with commensurate punishment 
for the guilty party, or parties as the cause of action occurs in Dewey county court invoked by the Sovereign Arnold G. 
Wiedmer of necessity pursuant to my prior court record proven by common usage. 

I, Mark A. Moreno, either knew or should have known titles of nobility are forbidden in the Sovereign's country of 
South Dakota, “other jurisdiction” from our purported compact party state of South Dakota public policy political will 
limited liability corporation acting as agency for the admitted bankrupt United States and its foreign principals and 
powers, said acts being repugnant to the Sovereign's Constitution of South Dakota and repugnant to our national 
Constitution, thereby furthering my prima facie conflict of interest as admitted by me through prima facie intent via my 
federal form 61 on public record with the office of the clerk in our nisi prius tribunal United States District Court, 
District of South Dakota, Central Division, Pierre, SD, a regional area for the common herd United States 
citizens/subjects residents of the compact party state of South Dakota d/b/a democracy repugnant to Article IV, section 4 
of our national Constitution and applicable for the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in this special private presentment 
security agreement “True Bill” without recourse for the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer under our own U.C.C. § 1- 
207.7. 

I, Mark A. Moreno, know and understand the People have a sole and exclusive right of self-governing as a free 
sovereign and independent State in their country of South Dakota under our parallel forms of government, even though 
my title of nobility character and corporation status command me to accept my Baal from my mentors, our Title of 
Nobility State Bar of South Dakota black-robed fraternal brotherhood, similar to the style of “person” so hated and 
despised by Emmanuel in Luke in Holy Scriptures for twenty one (21) verses in a row. 

I, Mark A. Moreno, either knew or should have known my so-called summons in a criminal case CR95-30029 against 
Arnold G. Wiedmer was construed to be my submission to obey the international banking cartel, the I.M.F., the 
Department of the Treasury, and others of our immoral ilk owing allegiance to a foreign power which is contrary to the 
title of nobility prohibition original thirteenth amendment to our national Constitution quoted as follows: 

“Article XIII 

“If any citizen of the United States shall Accept, claim, receive or retain any title of nobility or honour, 
or shall, without the consent of Congress, accept and retain any present, pension, office or 
emolument of any kind whatever, from any emperor, king, prince or foreign power, such person shall 
cease to be a citizen of the United States, and shall be incapable of holding any office of trust or 
profit under them, or either of, them.” 

I, Mark A. Moreno, either knew or should have known perfected securities when tendered to the debtor in possession 
become an asset at a Bank, and are immediately collectable through special private collections at the midnight hour at 
said Bank, especially upon formal protest from the country of South Dakota through office of notary public and due 
presentment at any Post Office, the G.A.O. in each of the several States in our union in America, frill well protected for 
the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer through compliance by me, Mark A. Moreno of Article IV, section 1 of our national 
Constitution through my fidelity bond pursuant to my bona fide public oath of office duly recorded in and for Dewey 
county court in compliance with the Foreign Agents Registration Act of 1938, synonymous with our own U.S.C. Title 18 
section 2385 carrying a ten ( 10 ) thousand Dollar penalty and jail term for its willful breach of spirit and intent proven 
prima facie against me by public court record. 
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I, Mark A. Moreno, know and understand Texas vs. White, 7 Wall. 700-743, ( 1869 ) proves the Sovereign Arnold G. 
Wiedmer is the State in fact in united States of America jurisdiction admitted by our parallel forms of government via 
U.S.C. Title 28, section 1746 ( 1 ) vs. 1746 ( 2 ) and further acknowledged in Title 28, U.S.C. Rules of evidence 1101 
footnotes under subdivision (a) quoted: "These various provisions do not in terms describe the same courts. In 
congressional usage the phrase “district courts of the United States,” without further qualification, 
traditionally has included the district courts established by Congress in the states under Article III of the 
Constitution, which are “constitutional” courts, and has not included the territorial courts created under 
Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2, which are “legislative” courts." 

I, Mark A. Moreno, further admit of the fact the Bank Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking Law at § 21-40, 
presents concepts of criminal conversion under duties and obligations of the Bank, even though 1 did not altogether 
understand the fact the Bank is the debtor in possession as collections agent for our own admitted national bankruptcy as 
presented in our own Title 22, U.S.C., and further explained in Anderson's on the Uniform Commercial Code § 3-419 
concerning criminal conversion, either by non-acceptance or by non-payment for any consideration sufficient to support 
a simple contract under U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 44 ) ( d ). 

I, Mark A. Moreno, either knew or should have known conflicts of law are found at U.C.C. § 1-105 through territorial 
application of the act and by parties' power to choose applicable law in their country of South Dakota, a separate 
peculiar and distinct jurisdiction and Common Law venue from our public policy political will cestui que trust 
administering for the Department of Commerce which our mentors have dubbed the Supreme Court, meaning our black- 
robed fraternal brethren in Pierre, South Dakota, known to us by the use of the symbol "SD”. 

I, Mark A. Moreno, freely admit of the fact I will never openly read this special private security agreement in Dewey 
county court meetings for fear the People will rebel and fire me on the spot for my admitted conflict of interest and 
commensurate ignorance of the law, public oath of office to our Department of Commerce notwithstanding in Law. 

I, Mark A. Moreno, know and understand my opinion has the same value as our so-called summons in a criminal case 
which 1 did cause to be presented to the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in “other jurisdiction'’ even though my inner 
conspiratorial conflicts of interest became manifest to the People in Dewey county court who have due authority under 
our Constitution of South Dakota to abolish my job, and my opinions at their will under their own guarantees of Article 
III, section 23 of their Constitution of South Dakota which expressly denies our titles of nobility from entering into the 
Sovereign's realm unless leave is granted by the Court. 

I, Mark A. Moreno, being subject to my own willful, knowing, and ignorant acts conceived upon my programmed sub¬ 
culture in our social experiment stations of public learning know and understand the concepts of the long-standing 
phrase quoted; “If the shoe fits, wear it”, and, “The Truth hurts.” 

I, Mark A. Moreno, have openly exposed myself to the People in Dewey county court through my use of the pen, or 
misuse as the cause of action may be in direct relation to the character of the parties', and subject to any consideration 
sufficient to support a simple contract by supplementary provisions of law under our own admitted U.C.C. § 1- 103 
through pre-Code remedy, said remedy through U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 34 ) and ( 36 ) with or without resort to a legislative 
created tribunal and its executive branch employees under conflict of interest holding offices of profit and gain under our 
own admitted bankrupt United States who cannot state a claim upon which relief could be granted by the Sovereign 
Arnold G. Wiedmer in his “other jurisdiction”. 

I, Mark A. Moreno, either knew or should have known the Common Law is the rule of decision for the Sovereign 
Arnold G. Wiedmer in his “other jurisdiction” superseding mere statutory construction and by the will of the People who 
rule over me and our incestuous State Bar of South Dakota title of nobility franchise barred by the People in their Courts 
of Justice in their Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction in Dewey county court. 

I, Mark A. Moreno, further admit our ignorance of the law is no excuse and by this courtesy due presentment by the 
Sovereign, Arnold G. Wiedmer, I, Mark A. Moreno, have ten ( 10 ) days in which to make a substantial answer to this 
special Private security agreement “True Bill”, or in the alternative, coupled with my ignorance quotient and based 
upon our prior willful, knowing and ignorant acts, I, Mark A. Moreno, will become individually, and jointly and 
severally liable to the Sovereign, Arnold G. Wiedmer, in his “other jurisdiction” for in excess of One Hundred Million ( 
100,000,000.00 ) Dollars of Lawful Money of Account under our supreme Law of the Land at Article VI, cl. 1 & 2 
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national Constitution which I, Mark A. Moreno, have no real competent authority to make any determination at this 
point in time, opinions of our criminal co-conspirators State Bar of South Dakota notwithstanding. 


I, Mark A. Moreno, know and understand the People have regained their Sovereignty over their subjects, and their 
remedy in this special Private security agreement “True Bill” is incomprehensible to me, Mark A. Moreno in my 
particular mental state of conflict of interest, but nevertheless quite adequate for the principal over the agent, especially 
by our subordinate position linked with our simple contract obligations to the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his 
“other jurisdiction” country of South Dakota who possesses certain knowledge extremely lacking by me, Mark A. 
Moreno, in this corporation state. 

I, Mark A. Moreno, know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the prima facie real 
evidence I, Mark A. Moreno, being an executive appointed agent taking pay for presumed specific performance, must 
obey simple contract law, or become liable upon said simple contract. Even our attorney advisers knew and understood 
this elementary principal, but in our programmed mental condition. We, our criminal co-conspirators and willful 
accomplices named in this Private security agreement “True Bill” and 1, Mark A. Moreno, did willfully and knowingly 
take the responsibility for our own actions or inactions, with appropriate punishments becoming evident from time to 
time as truth prevails in Dewey county court in our country of South Dakota. 

I, Mark A. Moreno, know and understand Private contracts supersede our Constitutional authority, but at the same time 
our Constitutional authority limits me, Mark A. Moreno, from blindly accepting the misrepresentations and undue 
influence of our willful and knowing criminal accomplices, without having applied due diligence on our own part, to 
correct our misguided and maligned application of duties to the Sovereign, Arnold G. Wiedmer, but in this particular 
instance I, Mark A. Moreno, chose to submit myself to the commercial harlot Babylon, with commensurate liabilities 
attaching directly to me, Mark A. Moreno in my mental state. 

I, Mark A. Moreno, know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide private Presentment “True Bill”, a breach of 
contract subjects me, Mark A. Moreno, to Private and public punishments while under specific performance of public 
oath of office through delegation of authority, whether or whether not I, Mark A. Moreno, have been misguided, 
misinformed, and mislead by our willful and knowing criminal accomplices named herein in our political will public 
policy limited liability corporation d/b/a the Department of Commerce through compact with the United States. 

I, Mark A. Moreno, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail, and under our system, no matter how 
colorable, the Uniform Commercial Code was adequate to punish even our most mentally corrupt and deficient 
delinquents, which includes me, Mark A. Moreno, but not exclusively in this state. 

I, Mark A. Moreno, individually, know and understand the term constructive fraud with or without scienter, and the 
term consideration, and the term obligation of contract, therefore, based upon this special, express, and explicit 
knowledge, I, Mark A. Moreno, individually, and jointly and severally will become liable to the freeman character 
Arnold G. Wiedmer on sight, on demand, should I, Mark A. Moreno, fail to comprehend the magnitude of our 
omissions and commissions under simple contract Law, especially under our supremacy Common Law, a/k/a as our 
organic Law in harmony with Holy Scriptures , the foundation of our Law, and especially for reasons in contract Law I, 
Mark A. Moreno, would fail to answer this due private Presentment in any manner whatsoever by this tender offer for 
any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract especially under the provisions of U.C.C. § 1-103 which 
provide for bankruptcy and estoppel, through the Common Law under UCC § 1-103.6 as in Anderson's on the UCC . 
and as explained more fully in the Bank Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking Law , and in conjunction with 
the UCC at § 3-103(1) which 1 know and understand is quoted: “This Article does not apply to money, 
documents of title,—”. 

I, Mark A. Moreno, do not fully understand the difference between the terms non-negotiable and negotiable, but after 
this Private security agreement “True Bill” extended to me by the courtesy of the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer of 
making an answer within ten (10) days to the freeman character, I, Mark A. Moreno, admit this is ample time for us to 
learn this most important facet in Law in this state, and in their ( Sovereign's ) State. 

For our willful and knowing participation in this conversion of Private property concerning Arnold G. Wiedmer, I, 
Mark A. Moreno, now know 1 must answer this courtesy private presentment “True Bill” within ten (10) days of this 
service upon Mark A. Moreno, or through my continued ignorance in Law, coupled with the pressures of our willful 
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and knowing criminal accomplices, I, Mark A. Moreno, will become liable for the sum certain amount of damages 
occurring to Arnold G. Wiedmer in this Private matter for One Hundred Million (100,000,000.00) Dollars of Lawful 
Money of Account, especially under our own rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code, which was adopted by our adviser 
criminal accomplices themselves, purportedly learned in law. 

I, Mark A. Moreno, admit in this special Private security agreement “True Bill”, the fact 1 do know and understand the 
term accommodation, and the term surety, and the term guarantor, and the term Maker, and the term Payee, and the term 
Drawer as could be duly presented in a special Private collections item, restricted endorsement Documentary Draft, 
certified money order, or certified Banker's check, drawn without recourse by the Sovereign, freemen character Arnold 
G. Wiedmer, without prejudice to the freeman characters' in their Common Law venue state of the forum under the 
Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and through a Privately bonded Notary Public under protest as in 
Rule 9(d), 44.1, 902(3)(A)(B) 8 & 9, enforceable under UCC § 9-501 nihil dicit, and duly recorded publicly under 
U.C.C. § 9-403(1) by choice of option for the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his country of South Dakota. 

I, Mark A. Moreno, admit perjury is synonymous with tyranny and is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through 
Common Law Affidavit in this South Dakota state in these several States in this union of States in America, expressly 
not “within” the United States under the tenor of this special Private presentment security agreement “True Bill” in 
Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction reserved to the People. 


Attestation: 

Public SEAL: 


by Mark A. Moreno, individually, and as executive officer for the United States, jointly 

AND SEVERALLY IN OUR COUNTRY OF SOUTH DAKOTA, IN OUR NATION IN AMERICA 


Mark A. Moreno, bona fide, and subject nihil dicit 

JUDICI SATIS POENA EST, QUOD DEUM HABET ULTOREM 


Acknowledgment I BY THE FREEMAN CHARACTER ARNOLD G. WlEDMER IN LAW 

TESTE MEIPSO THIS_DAY OF MAY, IN THE YEAR OF OUR ALMIGHTY GOD, 

THROUGH OUR REDEEMER EMMANUEL, NINETEEN HUNDRED NINETY FIVE, A.D. 


Arnold G. Wiedmer, in personam, in re, in our country of South Dakota in these United States of America 

UNDER ORGANIC LAW, MAGNA CHARTA, AND HOLY SCRIPTURES 

United States of America ) 

South Dakota state { organic} ) ss. before Notary Public in our country of South Dakota 
Dewey county court ) 

I,_, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered, and privately bonded notary public in our country of 

South Dakota, attest and acknowledge the facts as contained in this special private presentment bona fide tender offer “True Bill”, 
certifying upon public record the freeman character Arnold G. Wiedmer, known to me did sign before me this instrument on this 

_day of May, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, through our Redeemer Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred 

Ninety Five, A.D.. 


Notary Public Seal:_ 

Fees:_, Postage:_, Affidavit: 

Oath:_, Mileage:_, Misc.:_ 
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U.C.C.-4 Private security agreement “True Bill” via § 1-105 ( N.I.L.) 
{bargain of the parties in fact} 

Craig V. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 


1, Allan R. Markert, individually, and as public officer in Ramsey county, jointly and severally attest to 
these facts in this non-negotiable bona fide "True Bill" U.C.C.-4 Private security agreement under the 
principle of "ignorance of the law is no excuse", and therefore, by these due Presentments for acceptance 
without dishonor under U.C.C. §§ 3-504 & 3-505, through principles of U.C.C. § 1-103 through undue 
influence, duress, coercion, mistake, threat, misrepresentation, fraud, principal and agent, law of contracts, 
estoppel, “ bankruptcy” and other validating or invalidating causes and by our supremacy Common Law 
venue original and exclusive i urisdiction (applicable Law under U.C.C. § 1-105 N.I.L.) by parties' power to 
choose herein contained agree individually, and jointly and severally as follows: 

1, Allan R. Markert, holding the public office of judge in Ramsey county, either knew or should have 
known, my duties to the Sovereign Donald G. Nelson are obligatory upon me pursuant to my public oath of 
office in and for Ramsey county in our country of Minnesota which guarantees a trial by jurymen of peers 
for the Sovereign Donald G. Nelson in controversies where the matter in dispute is over twenty Dollars of 
Money pursuant to our national Constitution for these united States of America and consistent with our 
Constitution of Minnesota, said guarantee bonded by me, Allan R. Markert through my fidelity bond 
privately tendered into the public realm as mandated by our own statute/merchant codes. 

1, Allan R. Markert, being quite ignorant in Law, did willfully and knowingly disobey the provisions in 
Magna Charta chapter 45, breaching covenant with the State, causing irreparable injury to innocent private 
third parties, causing limited liability upon the county of Ramsey of the state of Minnesota, the other 
jurisdiction which 1, Allan R. Markert should have known existed before 1 attempted to exercise 
jurisdiction in the SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF MINNESOTA in 
matters of File No. C1-90-5348 concerning the Sovereign Donald G. Nelson. 

1, Allan R. Markert, either knew or should have known the two different and parallel forms of government 
in our country of Minnesota, which is also recognized in the national forum found under Title 28, U.S.C., 
by the two different oaths of office under section 1746, one within the United States and one not within the 
United States. 

1, Allan R. Markert, either knew or should have known my public office encompasses the duties of the 
ministerial officer in the appellate jurisdiction, even though the lawyer cartel now known as State Bar of 
Minnesota deceitfully manipulated the civil contracts copyrighted codes for legal effect to overthrow our 
republican form of government using me as the pawn. But somewhere in my training 1 was told ignorance 
of the law is no excuse, and therefore this courtesy due presentment via Private security agreement “True 
Bill” with ten (10) day time limit to make bona fide answer, and 1 freely admit my answer must contain 
some reason and basis in Law which my unlawful entry of judgment failed to contain, causing damages to 
the Sovereign Donald G. Nelson. 

1, Allan R. Markert, either knew or should have known quo warranto exists for the State, in its protections 
by surety, for removal of delinquents from public office, ignorance of the law notwithstanding. 

1, Allan R. Markert, freely admit the fact our legislative created tribunals are acting under color of law 
administering for the bankruptcy to protect the international bankers who control our State Bar Association, 
an admitted title of nobility franchise forbidden in the Courts of Justice in our country of Minnesota as well 
as forbidden through the concepts of our national Constitution, especially when specially claimed by the 
Sovereign Donald G. Nelson and proven upon this Court of Record in and for Ramsey county. 
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I, Allan R. Markert, either knew or should have known the State has provisions to protect itself from titles 
of nobility, and my public oath of office secures this unalienable Right to the State, in its common law venue 
original and exclusive jurisdiction, especially while I, Allan R. Markert, am sitting at the pleasure of the 
Court in Ramsey county, in our country of Minnesota, not “within” the United States. 

1, Allan R. Markert, now freely admit my willful, knowing and purposeful acts in concert with Brian D. 
Wengar, Jeffrey Olson, Timothy R. Thornton and others of our fraternal association have caused a 
constructive fraud against the Sovereign Donald G. Nelson through our manipulations of our tribunal of 
conciliation causing a denial, delay, and selling of justice and right against Donald G. Nelson which is 
forbidden by the express words in Magna Charta Chapter 40, said chapter being one of the points which my 
public oath of office must guarantee to the Sovereign in his realm, common law venue, original and 
exclusive jurisdiction. 

1, Allan R. Markert, freely admit, our Ramsey county commissioners are just about as dumb in this area of 
Law as 1 admit, but by our common usage we had been having a heyday in constructive fraud upon the State, 
up until this due Private presentment “True Bill” cut us off at the pass, and justly compels our answer 
before default “nihil dicit”, through our own admitted ignorance in Law. Not to worry, our insurance 
adjuster for our limited liability state will pick up the bail, and pay over to the State upon due presentments 
via our own Uniform Commercial Code where the shoe fits. But see U.C.C. 9-501 for enlightenment after 
default. 

1, Allan R. Markert, either knew of should have known our courts of chancery cannot judge a matter, and 
cannot enter a final decree nor final order except through the use of a trial by jurymen of peers who must 
hear both matters in Law and matters of fact in relation to the possession of private property in relation to 
the Sovereign Donald G. Nelson in his common law venue in and for Ramsey county in our country of 
Montana. 

For my willful, knowing, and felonious participation in trespass upon the State, 1, Allan R. Markert, 
confess judgment in the sum certain amount of Fifty Million ( 50,000,000.00 ) Dollars of Money, in Lawful 
Money of Account, in United States of America Money, for my transgressions in Law against the Sovereign 
Donald G. Nelson, based upon this Court of Record duly presented for public record in Ramsey county 
organized for judicial purposes, commissioned by the State, the Sovereign will by the People under their 
sole and exclusive Right of self-governing themselves as a free sovereign and independent State. And see 
our Constitution of Minnesota, especially in purview of Article V, section 26 ( “here see your own State 
equivalent ”) as it relates to Courts of Justice, Justices' of the Peace, Constables, special grand jury and the 
like. 

1, Allan R. Markert, freely admit 1 must obtain some opinions as to the validity of U.C.C., sections 1-103, 
1-105, 1-207, 1-109, 1-106, 9-501, 5-105, 3-103, 3-601, 3-419, 3-415, 1-201 (44) (d), 1-201 (34) & (36), 
Rule 44.1 judicial notice of foreign law, Rule 902 (3) (A) (B) 8 & 9 and the like, but in the interests of 
substantial justice, 1, Allan R. Markert, must reverse my former unlawful judgment to prevent an 
irreparable injury to innocent private parties'. 

teste this_day of_, in the year of our Almighty God, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Further 1, Allan R. Markert, sayeth naught: 


Attestation: 

Acknowledgment: 


Allan R. Markert, judge, Ramsey county 
“judici satis poena est, quod Deum habet ultorem” 
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teste meipso this 


per Cliriam: Donald G. Nelson, sui juris, in personam, in and for Ramsey county 
_ day of_, in the year of our Almighty God, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 
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STATE OF THE FORUM COMMON LAW UCC/MCA §30-1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C./FS-4 PRIVATE SECURITY AGREEMENT NON-NEGOTIABLE "TRUE BILL" 

means bargain of the parties in fact 
CRAIG V. MISSOURI 29 US (IV PET.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Mike McCord, individually, and as agent for General Mills, Inc., jointly and severally, attest to 
these facts in this non-negotiable U.C.C./FS-4 PRIVATE security agreement " true bill " under the principle 
of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these due PRESENTMENTS for acceptance without 
dishonor under MCA §§ 30-3-504 & 505, through principles of MCA §30-1-103 by undue influence, 
principal and agent, fraud, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, duress, threat, law of contracts, bankruptcy, 
estoppel and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum Common Law under MCA 
§ 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) herein contained agree as follows: 

On or about the_day of_, 199_ I, Mike McCord, individually, and as 

agent employee for General Mills, Inc., did then and there attempt to convert Private property Rightfully 

owned and possessed by Richard E. Wilson, in the fonn of stored grain for value in excess of_ 

Dollars of Money, into the hands of my willful and knowing accomplices, John R. Christensen, Basin State 
Bank, Mike Zacher, Greta M. Ross, Peter L. Rapkoch, Roy C. Rodeghiero, John Warner et ah, while having 
had prior notice and caveat issued to me by the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his State, who had 
advised me, Mike McCord, to be fully aware of unlawful proceedings in the district court in Fergus county in 
Lewistown, Montana state, U.S.A., which had deprived the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his State, 
his secured, protected, and guaranteed right of trial by jurymen of peers at the course of the Common Law as 
in our original handwritten Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D.. 

I, Mike McCord, either knew or should have known my willful and knowing accomplices above 
named, as well as myself, would have to answer in one fonn or another for our willful and knowing 
participation in theft of Private property owned by the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his State, with 
or without resort to a legislative created tribunal, but nevertheless subject to our own cultist rules a/k/a 
Unifonn Commercial Code through our corrupt, evil, and wicked shysters. 

I, Mike McCord, as agent for General Mills, Inc., know and understand the principal a man is worthy 
of his hire, and by the prima facie real evidence I, Mike McCord, being an agent for General Mills, Inc., 
taking pay for presumed specific performance, must obey simple contract law, or become liable upon said 
contract. Even my attorney advisers knew and understood this elementary principal, but in our programmed 
mental condition, We, my co-conspirators and accomplices named in this Private security agreement “true 
bill” and I, Mike McCord, did willfully and knowingly acquire responsibility for our own actions or 
inactions, with appropriate punishments becoming evident from time to time as truth prevails for the freeman 
character in and for Fergus county/comitatus in Montana in America. 

I, Mike McCord, as agent for General Mills, Inc., know and understand the fundamental concept, the 
freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his State, is principal over me, Mike McCord, and over my willing 
and knowing accomplices, and should have been obeyed under his commands to correct our ways, or in the 
alternative to at least read and understand our duty to our principal, freeman character Richard E. Wilson, in 
his foreign country of Montana in relation to our incestuous political will bankrupt corporation d/b/a public 
policy United States. 
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I, Mike McCord, know and understand Private contracts supersede my personal authority, but at the 
same time my agency authority limits me, Mike McCord, as employee of General Mills, Inc., from blindly 
accepting the misrepresentations and undue influence of my willful and knowing accomplices, without 
having applied due diligence on my own part, to correct my misguided application of duties to the sovereign, 
freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his State, but in this particular instance, I, Mike McCord, chose to 
submit myself to the commercial harlot Babylon, with commensurate liabilities and obligations now due and 
owing to the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in and for Fergus county/comitatus in Montana, U.S.A.. 

I, Mike McCord, as employee of General Mills, Inc., know and understand by the tenor of this bona 
fide due PRESENTMENT, a breach of contract subjects me, Mike McCord, to Private and public 
punishments while under specific performance of public duties through delegation of authority, whether or 
whether not I, Mike McCord, have been misguided, misinformed, and mislead by my willful and knowing 
alien (corporation) accomplices named herein. 

I, Mike McCord, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail, and under our corrupt, 
evil and wicked system, no matter how colorable, the Unifonn Commercial Code was adequate to punish 
even the most mentally corrupt and deficient delinquents under parties power to choose applicable Law under 
MCA § 30-1-105 through the Negotiable Instruments Law, especially by remedy for the freeman character 
Richard E. Wilson in his State in purview of UCC § 1-103.6, wherein I, Mike McCord, duly admit the 
supremacy Common Law is the rule of decision in this private security agreement by this due presentment. 

I, Mike McCord, individually, and as agent for General Mills, Inc., know and understand the tenn 
“constructive fraud” with or without scienter, and the term conversion, and the term consideration, and the 
tenn obligation of contract , therefore, based upon this special, express, and explicit knowledge, I, Mike 
McCord, individually, and as agent for General Mills, Inc., jointly and severally, will become liable to the 
freemen character Richard E. Wilson in his State, on sight, on demand, should I, Mike McCord, fail to 
comprehend the magnitude of my omissions and commissions under simple contract Law, especially under 
the supremacy Common Law, a/k/a as our organic Law in hannony with Holy Scriptures, the foundation of 
our Law, and especially for reasons in simple contract law, I, Mike McCord, would fail to answer this due 
PRESENTMENT in any manner whatsoever by this tender offer for any consideration sufficient to support a 
simple contract as under UCC § 1-201 (44) (d), especially under the provisions of MCA §30-1-103 which 
provides for bankruptcy, estoppel, and principal and agent through the Common Law under UCC § 1-103.6 as 
in Anderson’s on the UCC , and as explained more fully in the Bank Officer’s Handbook of Commercial 
Banking Law , and in conjunction with the UCC at § 3-103(1) which I know and understand is quoted: “This 
Article does not apply to money, documents of title,——”. 

I, Mike McCord, as agent for General Mills, Inc., do not fully understand the difference between the 
tenns non-negotiable and negotiable, but after this due private security agreement “true bill” extended to me 
by the courtesy of making an answer within ten (10) days to the freemen character Richard E. Wilson in his 
State, I, Mike McCord, admit this is ample time for me to leam this most important facet in Law. 

For my willful and knowing participation in this criminal conversion of Private property concerning 
the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his State, I, Mike McCord, now know I must answer this 
courtesy presentment within ten (10) days of this duly service upon me, or through my continued ignorance 
in Law, coupled with the pressures of my willful and knowing accomplices, I, Mike McCord, will become 
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liable for the sum certain amount of damages occurring to the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in this 
Private matter for Five Million (5,000,000) Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, United States of America, 
especially under our own rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code, which were adopted by my adviser 
accomplices themselves, purportedly learned in Law. 

I, Mike McCord, admit in this PRIVATE security agreement “true bill”, the fact I do know and 
understand the term accommodation, and the tenn surety, and the tenn guarantor, and the tenn Maker, and 
the tenn Payee, and the term Drawer as could be duly presented in a special Private collections item, 
restricted endorsement Documentary Draft a/k/a distress warrant, drawn without recourse by the Sovereign, 
freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his State, without prejudice to the freemen in their Common Law 
state of the forum under the Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and through a privately 
bonded Notary Public under protest as in Rule 9(e), 44.1, 902(3)(A)(B) 8 & 9, enforceable under UCC §9- 
501 nihil dicit in Law. 

I, Mike McCord, admit conversion is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through Common Law 
Affidavit by Common Law “Warrant of Attachment” in this Montana state in these several states in this 
Union of States in America. 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT: by Mike McCord, individually, and as agent for General Mills, Inc. 

JOINTLY AND SEVERALLY “UBI JUS, IBI REMEDIUM” 

PRIVATE SEAL: _ 

Mike McCord, bona fide, and subject nihil dicit 

Attestation: by the freemen character Richard E. Wilson in Law 
TESTE MEIPSO THIS 22ND DAY OF JANUARY, IN THE YEAR OF OUR ALMIGHTY GOD, 

Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D. 

Jurat: _ 

Honorable Justice Richard E. Wilson, jus soli, jus sanguinis, jure corona, sui juris 
in and for Fergus county in this Montana state in our Nation in America 

Common Law Witness:_ 

Common Law Witness:_ 

Common Law Witness:_ 

TESTE THIS_DAY OF_, NINETEEN HUNDRED NINETY FOUR, A.D. 
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U.C.C./FS-4 Private security agreement “True Bill” ( conflict of laws ) 

{bargain of the parties in fact} 

Craig v. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Thomas P. Meissner, non-registered non-bonded county attorney in Fergus county, 
individually, and as agent for the political will public policy corporation state of Montana, 
jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "True Bill" U.C.C./FS-4 
Private security agreement under the principle of "ignorance of the law is no excuse", and 
therefore, by these due Presentments for acceptance without dishonor under MCA §§ 30-3- 
504 & 505, through principles of MCA § 30-1-103 of undue influence, misrepresentation, 
duress, coercion, mistake, fraud, principal and agent, law of contracts, estoppel, bankruptcy 
and other validating or invalidating causes and by our supremacy Common Law venue, 
original and exclusive jurisdiction (applicable Law under MCA § 30-1-105 N.I.L.) herein 
contained agree with the Sovereign Richard E. Wilson as follows: 

I, Thomas P. Meissner, having cause to make timely answer to the Sovereign Richard E. 
Wilson within ten ( 10 ) days to this courtesy presentment hereby acknowledge the fact our 
Common Law of England is our organic law and therefore as public officer in Fergus county I, 
Thomas P. Meissner am duty bound upon my pubic oath of office to support, obey, defend, 
uphold and guarantee our organic law in relation to the Sovereign Richard E. Wilson in our 
State, non-domestic to the United States and not subject to United States citizens nor the state 
of Montana administered by titles of nobility prohibited from our State. 

I, Thomas P. Meissner, in direct relation to the above concepts and principles, hereby admit 
my prior acts have caused limited liability upon the political will public policy corporation 
state of Montana and its agency county of Fergus actively connected in the conduct of a trade 
or business within the United States, creating prima facie damages against the Sovereign 
Richard E. Wilson by my willful, knowing and tyrannical acts, whether or not deemed a 
constructive fraud by my co-conspirator advisor Thomas P. Girvin and his advocates titles of 
nobility. 

I, Thomas P. Meissner, freely admit the Fergus county-court is a Court of Justice for the 
Sovereign Richard E. Wilson, and I, Thomas P. Meissner have repeatedly denied said Court 
of Justice to the Sovereign Richard E. Wilson, which I further admit my acts were repugnant 
to our Constitution of Montana and our supreme Law of the Land, evidenced prima facie by 
the record in this Court of Justice through witnesses and notary public certified, signed and 
sealed instruments, writs, documents and papers of the Sovereign Richard E. Wilson in his 
State. 

I, Thomas P. Meissner, admit of receiving a “verified True Bill” duly presented to me by the 
Sovereign Richard E. Wilson, and for whatever reasons I had or may have had or even 
induced upon me by false opinions through my association with titles of nobility, no answer 
whatever was made by me, Thomas P. Meissner in relation to my delinquency in public 
office, creating this limited liability upon the public policy corporation which may have 
deceived me in my public office, my own limited understanding of Common Law simple 
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contract notwithstanding in purview of my public oath of office and our supreme Law of the 
Land in Fergus county. 

I, Thomas P. Meissner, freely admit the Sovereign Richard E. Wilson duly instructed me 
through lawful caveat of treble damages which could accrue against me in my public office for 
any mal-feasance, mis-feasance, nuis-feasance, non-feasance, or perjury upon my public oath 
of office whether or not I, Thomas P. Meissner did obey the supreme Law of the Land and 
duly bond my public oath of office with Dollars of Money as provided by Law in our organic 
Constitution of Montana, and further supported by our national constitution which still 
contains the principles of Magna Charta, of which I, Thomas P. Meissner must now admit I 
did not give a whit, nor did I care to diligently discover my obligations until this “True Bill” 
became public as the Right and Duty of the Sovereign to compel specific perfonnance from 
the subject under the principle stated by the founding fathers in our Nation by binding them 
down with the chains of the Constitution. I, Thomas P. Meissner know the principle in 
“Holy Scriptures” compels the hireling to be faithful to his Master, in his State. 

I, Thomas P. Meissner, either knew or should have known, my associates Thomas R. Girvin 
and Debbie L. Pallett could cause me limited liability by their baseless opinions, but by my 
own neglect in evaluating said bogus opinions from my purported superiors my limited 
liability has come home to roost in a manner of speaking by the public record which I, 
Thomas P. Meissner and my mentors have created for all the public to see in relation to our 
Courts of Justice which must be always open to the Sovereign in our Common Law venue, 
with its original and exclusive jurisdiction in Fergus county organized for judicial purposes 
whether or not I, Thomas P. Meissner have been on “vacation”. 

I, Thomas P. Meissner, know and understand the principles of principal and agent, and 
therefore, in the interests of substantial justice, and in compliance with any consideration 
sufficient to support a simple contract in purview of my public oath of office to the Sovereign, 
and by our limited liability public policy insurance adjuster Mark O’Keefe, in our corporation 
state of Montana, I, Thomas P. Meissner must make timely answer within ten ( 10 ) days to 
this due Presentment private security agreement “True Bill” in the law of the place under the 
tenor of this agreement, or in the alternative, by this courtesy presentment, and upon my 
continued failure to state a claim upon which relief could be granted, I, Thomas P. Meissner, 
am liable to the Sovereign Richard E. Wilson for the sum certain amount of One Million 
Seven Hundred Fourty Two Thousand, Five Hundred ( 1,742,500.00 ) Dollars of Money in his 
State, in Fergus county in our United States of America so help me God, similar to my public 
oath of office which must be obeyed by me, Thomas P. Meissner under simple contract law 
in the country of Montana, a separate jurisdiction from within the United States. 

I, Thomas P. Meissner, either knew or should have known certain color of law Unifonn 
Commercial Code concepts which the Sovereign has applied to me in my delinquent state, 
some of which are contained in this special Private agreement “True Bill” causing my demise 
in this state as contained in the copyrighted codes which my associates also do not fully 
comprehend nor obey. Said codes include but are not limited to the following: U.C.C. 
sections 1-207.7, 1-103.6, 1-105, 9-501, 9-403(1), 3-501, 3-401, 3-504, 3-505, 3-601, and 
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Rule 902 especially in respect of notary public in foreign jurisdictions and the like, all made 
an integral part of this Private security agreement “True Bill” under simple contract law, with 
remedy for the Sovereign Richard E. Wilson under U.C.C. § 1-201 (34) & ( 36 ), through pre¬ 
code law of necessity to prevent irreparable injury to innocent Private parties'. 

I, Thomas P. Meissner, know and understand, my public office as county attorney in Fergus 
county organized for judicial purposes compels me to enter upon public record under public 
law this due presentment private security agreement “True Bill”, through legal notices of 
necessity for the Sovereign Richard E. Wilson under the principles our Courts of Justice are 
always open and for every wrong there is a remedy in Law. So Be It. 

Further I, Thomas P. Meissner sayeth naught in this private security agreement “True Bill” 
under public law in our comitatus, Fergus county, in our country of Montana in our Nation in 
America, in these several States of this Union. 

Attestation:_ 

Thomas P. Meissner, non-bonded Fergus county attorney 
in our country of Montana, non-domestic to the United States 


Acknowledgment by the Sovereign: 


Richard E. Wilson, in re, in Fergus county, in our country of Montana 
c/o P.O. Box 426, Denton, Montana state, U.S. of A., 
non-domestic to the United States 

Duly Sealed by Notary Public in our country of Montana 
in Fergus county, in these United States of America 
United States of America ) 

Montana state { organic } ) ss. before our judicial officer 

Fergus county ) 

I, Anna I. Kramlich, duly commissioned and privately bonded notary public in the county and 
State aforesaid hereby attest and acknowledge the facts and due presentments signed by the 

Sovereign, Richard E. Wilson, before me on this_day of September, in the year of our 

Almighty God, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D., are true, correct and certain and duly 
entered upon public record in Fergus county as my Right and my Duty in our country of 
Montana under our organic law, our enabling act and simple contract. 

_, Notary Public Seal. 


My commission expires:_ 

Fees:_ 

Oath:_ 
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U.C.C./MCA FS-4 Private security agreement “True Bill” via § 1-105 ( N.I.L.) 

{bargain of the parties in fact} 

Craig V. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Merrill Lynch, individually, and through my agents jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable bona 
fide "True Bill" U.C.C./MCA FS-4 Private security agreement under the principle of "ignorance of the law is no 
excuse", and therefore, by these due Presentments for acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C./MCA §§ 30-3-504 & 505, 
through principles of U.C.C./MCA § 30-1-103 through undue influence, duress, coercion, mistake, threat, misrepresentation, 
fraud, principal and agent, law of contracts, estoppel, “ bankruptcy" and other validating or invalidating causes and by our 
supremacy Common Law venue original and exclusive jurisdiction (applicable Law under U.C.C./MCA § 30-1-105 N.I.L.) 
by parties' power to choose herein contained agree individually, and jointly and severally as follows: 

I, Merrill Lynch, an investment company, freely admit the Uniform Commercial Code is our common usage under which we 
are compelled to perform in our domestic state, and in the Sovereigns non-domestic State, pursuant to the law of simple 
contract where remedy is obtained in pre-code law, under the Negotiable Instruments Law and the law of Nations. 

I, Merrill Lynch, further admit in this territorial application of the act, the country of Montana is the place of our business 
and must adhere to the common law venue by agreement of the parties' under their choice of law at the law of the place, 
meaning this due presentment for all intents and purposes is common law, subject to simple contract by consideration of the 
parties'. 

I, Merrill Lynch, know and understand our own Bank Officer’s Handbook of Commercial Banking Law admits to usage 
of the Uniform Commercial Code, and said code does not deal in money as expressly stated in U.C.C. § 3-103, but does deal 
in notes, certificates of deposit, drafts and checks. 

I, Merrill Lynch, in keeping with the tenor of our commercial banking book above described, and in compliance with the 
national mandate prohibiting banks from emitting bills of credit, admit our U.C.C. provides the avenue for the Sovereign to 
gain remedy in competition with the Federal Reserve Corporation, a private corporation which subdues our efforts in many 
various and sundry ways. 

I, Merrill Lynch, know and understand the term bank means anyone engaged in banking, and a private clearinghouse makes 
its own rules, similar to the rules of our private clearinghouse a/k/a Federal Reserve Corporation, of which we are an 
admitted affiliate. 

I, Merrill Lynch, either knew or should have known unilateral agreements were the menu in our U.C.C., up until the unseen 
forces applied certain pressures in our most vulnerable spots, our slogan about the "Bull” notwithstanding such force in Law, 
but nevertheless becoming subject to the tenor of this due private presentment by our past acts, now proven prima facie by 
the attachments to this “True Bill” for all the world to see, with or without resort to a legislative created tribunal, and under 
remedy for the Sovereign at our own U.C.C. § 9-501, by certain filings commenced under U.C.C. § 9-403 (1) under the 
optional word “or” by choice of law for the Sovereign. 

I, Merrill Lynch, know and understand the legal effect of a simple contract, and our commensurate limited liability under 
restrictions against our company by provisions of unfair trade practices, deceptive trade practices, impairing the obligation of 
contracts, slander of credit, conversion and the like, all being beyond a mere unilateral agreement by implied consent of the 
party, or parties' as the cause of action may be. 

I, Merrill Lynch, admit our valued customer, William L. Stanton, on or about the_day of August, in the year of 

Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D., did have just cause to pay over to our company a check for the amount of Three 
Million Eight Hundred Seventy Five Thousand and no/100 dollars of current credit money, drawn against the irrevocable 
credit duly established by notary public certification in Norwest Bank Anaconda-Butte, as officially determined in special 
collections account number 8520799406, in the name of United States District Court entered by order of the Sovereign, 
LcRoy M. Schweitzer as deposit in court in the interests of substantial justice. 

I, Merrill Lynch, know and understand, pursuant to the above stated transaction, and the due endorsement upon the check 
written by the Sovereign, LeRoy M. Schweitzer, and duly endorsed by William L. Stanton with special restrictions on the 
back of said check, our duties of debtor in possession became a reality in the country of Montana in the law of the place at 
the choice of the suitor, compelling Merrill Lynch to perform before midnight of the banking day or become liable upon 
said item, which we now admit of liability, and prima facie reality by our own admitted bank statement of account activity in 
the hands of the Sovereign. 


“Due Presentment distress warrant” 


Page 1 of 3 



I, Merrill Lynch, having purchased said accounts receivable and entered said accounts receivable into our company, and 
having further enhanced our coffers by gaining earned interest in said collateral, have verified for the Comptroller of the 
Currency our full faith and credit of the United States, precluding any real necessity for further audit or our bank closure for 
our failure to extend credit where credit is due, pursuant to our national advertisements, keeping in mind the slogan displayed 
upon many business places in America, both foreign and domestic quoted; “Remember, credit is your most valuable asset.” 

We at Merrill Lynch know and understand an account receivable at a Bank is an asset to the Bank, and for our privilege of 
corporation franchise our limited liability compels us to perfonn as collection agent for accounts receivable under fair trade 
and in the interests of not impeding commerce, our monopoly god-father Federal Reserve Corporation notwithstanding in the 
country of Montana, a separate and distinct country in relation to the domestic corporation by acts of congress doing business 
“within” the United States. 

I, Merrill Lynch, know there is no gold nor silver minted Coin in common usage in the several States in the Union in 
America, and for our part in the national bankruptcy we at Merrill Lynch must make some consideration sufficient to 
support a simple contract, especially in direct relation to our purchase of the private property of William L. Stanton and his 
private associates pursuant to the supreme Law of the Land, specially noting the Hooven and Allison vs. Evatt decision 
which reveals three separate jurisdictions in America. 

I, Merrill Lynch, admitting of no gold nor silver Coin in our vaults, nor in any of the Federal Reserve Banks vaults in 
America in the several States have a major credit risk problem when encountering the learned and wise freemen in their State, 
causing chagrin in our Banking circles, and anxiety amongst our clan hoping we at Merrill Lynch, in good faith can keep 
this due private presentment under non-disclosure by our cooperation with the Sovereign, forestalling our impending 
collapse by our own greed and stupidity, unless we folly cooperate bona tide with the private investors in their realm which 
will put said private investors in as good a position as they would have been without our meddling and intervention into their 
private simple contracts, keeping in mind our advertisements for valued customers, even though a competing Bank. 

I, Merrill Lynch, know and understand this due private presentment is a courtesy extended to us by the Sovereign, and we 
have ten ( 10 ) days within which to make a substantial response at which time this due private presentment becomes a simple 
contract under principles of conflict of laws, statute of frauds, private international law, Negotiable Instruments Law and the 
like under our own U.C.C. § 1-103, thereby eliminating any warrant of attachment upon Merrill Lynch for private 
protection of the Sovereign in their country of Montana, for the simple reason our own U.C.C. -1 fonn if going unanswered 
by Merrill Lynch effectively creates the warrant of attachment under common law venue, whether or not signed by Merrill 
Lynch through accommodation surety signature without recourse for the Sovereign under the foil faith and credit of the 
United States, with the co-debtor being none other than the Comptroller of the Currency compelling specific performance 
from our corporation complying with non-impairment of simple contract, nor impeding commerce in the several States. We 
at Merrill Lynch, being “bullish” on America, find these concepts in our national constitution and admit said concepts into 
this due private presentment “True Bill” of necessity for protection of our valued customers and competing Banks. 

We at Merrill Lynch, in Billings, Montana state, freely admit William L. Stanton has subordinated our position as judgment 
lien creditor upon our willful, knowing, and voluntary failure to make timely answer to this “True Bill”, and further admit 
freely of prima facie evidence to bring the so-called money issue into the legislative created tribunals for adjudication by one 
of our own executive appointed bankruptcy commissioners know by their black robe distinguished dresses, finally and 
convincingly proving to the Sovereigns their conquest of the wicked, evil, disgusting insolvent Federal Reserve Banks and 
their admitted agents such as Merrill Lynch, in Billings, Montana state, United States of America under our republican fonn 
of self-government by our Constitution of Montana fortified by our national constitution, selective acts of congress in their 
restricted territory notwithstanding. 

We at Merrill Lynch, freely admit of receipt from William L. Stanton in excess of Twelve Million Dollars of current credit 
money, and of such admittance are now liable for special collections on the full face amount of the item, by due presentments 
by notary public in the country of Montana under our own Rule 902, which we must study and comprehend before making a 
verified answer to this due private presentment “True Bill” in the said country of Montana, under the bona fide full faith and 
credit of the United States. 

We at Merrill Lynch, in consortium with our licensed attomey(s), admit of knowledge of involuntary bankruptcy when the 
parties' feel insecure and the Banks have failed to pay over their just claims, and the resultant complexities in our common 
market-place on Wall Street upon full disclosure of this due Private presentment “True Bill”, before any broker, 
clearinghouse, factoring agent or the like. 

We at Merrill Lynch, having duly considered this due private presentment in its entirety, and keeping within the tenor of 
this tender offer, are ready, willing, and able to discount this private security for special collections upon our willful failure to 
make timely answer to this agreement, after having further conferred with our legal team of U.C.C. experts, said agreement 
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becoming final judgment nihil dicit in common law venue, under original and exclusive jurisdiction at the choice of the 
suitor in the law of the place, Garfield county, in the country of Montana in America. 

For my willful, knowing, and felonious participation in trespass upon the State, I, Merrill Lynch, confess judgment in the 
sum certain amount of Three Hundred Fifty Million ( 350,000,000.00 ) Dollars of Money, in Lawful Money of Account, in 
United States of America Money, for my transgressions in Law upon the Sovereign, based upon this public record duly 
presented for public record in Garfield county organized for judicial purposes, commissioned by the State, the Sovereign will 
by the People under their sole and exclusive Right of self-governing themselves as a free sovereign and independent State. 
And see our Constitution of Montana, especially in purview of Article V, section 26 as it relates to Courts of Justice, Justices' 
of the Peace, Constables, special grand jury and the like. 

teste this_day of September, in the year of our Almighty God, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D.. 

Further Merrill Lynch sayeth naught pursuant to this due presentment private agreement: 

Attestation:_ 

Merrill Lynch, individually, and through my agents jointly and severally 


Acknowledgment:_ 

per curiam, William L. Stanton, sui generis, in personam, in Justus Township 

teste meipso this_day of September, in the year of our Almighty God, 

Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D.. 


I,_, notary public in Garfield county, Montana state, United States of America, 

hereby attest and acknowledge the facts in this due private presentment as duly signed before me by William L. Stanton on 

this_day of September, in the year of our Almighty God, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D., are true, correct and 

certain as proven to me by the record established prima facie by said William L. Stanton with supporting attachments as part 
of this “True Bill”. 


Notary Public Seal:_ 

My commission expires: 

Fees:_ 

Oath:_ 

Mileage:_ 

Postage:_ 

Misc:_ 
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State of the Forum Common Law U.C.C. § 1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C. - 4 Private Security Agreement non-negotiable "True Bill" 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig v. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Lee Moisant, individually, and as agent for the United States Bureau of Internal Revenue “within’ the United 
States, jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable “True Bill” U.C.C.-4 Private security agree¬ 
ment under the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these due presentments for 
acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C. § 3-504 & 3-505, through principles of U.C.C. § 1-103 by undue in¬ 
fluence, principal and agent, fraud, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, duress, law of contracts, bankruptcy and 
other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum common law under U.C.C. § 1-105 (N.I.L.) 
(conflicts of law) herein contained agree with the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam in his country of Minnesota as 
follows: 

During the year of Nineteen Hundred Eighty Nine, I, Lee Moisant, non-registered foreign agent employed by the 
United States Bureau of Internal Revenue limited to our internal matters, hereby admit of the fact I did willfully, 
knowingly, and purposefully make presentments to the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam in his “other jurisdiction” in 
his country of Minnesota through our applications of constructive fraud created by our titles of nobility which are 
forbidden in our national Constitution and also forbidden in the Constitution of Minnesota evidenced by my public 
oath of office and further supported through my delegation of authority which emanates from the office of the 
secretary of the treasury in the corporation District of Columbia and does not originate in the Common Law venue of 
Minnesota state in matters relating to the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam. 

I, Lee Moisant, freely admit our agents in the foreign country of Minnesota have attacked the Sovereign Arnold F. 
Anklam through the use of our feigned statutes, regulations and rules without any supporting documents which could 
prove our judicial power and judicial authority to enforce said statutes, regulations, rules and public policy of our 
non-registered foreign agents in the country of Minnesota, one of the several States in the American union against the 
Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam in his original and exclusive jurisdiction in matters of Right of possession of private 
property through his law of descent from his Creator and full well protected for the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam 
under my public oath of office specifically under Article of amendment the First of our national Constitution. 

I, Lee Moisant, freely admit our Internal Revenue Service statutes as contained within U.S.C. Title 26 must have 
supporting implementation to enforce the regulations in attempts to collect an assessment for a tax, or make a levy, 
or enter a lien into the foreign country of Minnesota as it relates to the Sovereign, Arnold F. Anklam. 

I, Lee Moisant hereby admit our United States Bureau of Internal Revenue non-registered foreign agents do not 
have any supporting implementation regulations which could enforce a collection process against Arnold F. Anklam 
in his foreign country of Minnesota unless and until our United States could have proven said Sovereign Arnold F. 
Anklam had in fact engaged in business activities enforced by the United States Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and 
Firearms under contractual law of privilege created by acts of congress in their jurisdictions. 

I, Lee Moisant, freely admit in this special private presentment the fact our agents acts of entering a “Notice of 
Lien” in the Hennepin county-court building in Minneapolis, and in the office of secretary of state in Minnesota 
state, as against the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam was made under color of law and in violation of our own restrictive 
covenants by acts of congress which are limited to “within” the District of Columbia, its territories, its possessions, 
its subjects, its States, its states, and its treaties, thereby making our “Notice of Lien” an incomplete instrument as in 
U.C.C. § 3.115 which was induced upon the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam in his country of Minnesota through fraud 
as in U.C.C. § 3.305(2)(B) & (C). 

I, Lee Moisant, know and understand our United States Bureau of Internal Revenue agents must comply with certain 
mandates by acts of congress in relation to U.S.C. Title 27, Code of Federal Regulations such as the corresponding 
entries for U.S.C. Title 26 to make enforceable our section 7203 willful failure to file provisions, and of which we do 
not have any enforcement powers nor authority under U.S.C. Title 26 which is voluntary as contradistinguished from 
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U.S.C. Title 27 under the United States Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms which clearly show the 
corresponding regulations as admitted by acts of congress. 

I, Lee Moisant, freely admit the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam did make due presentment to our United States 
corporation via freedom of information act to which our non-registered foreign agents did not reply to the said 
information and did cause damages to the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam through our obstruction of the freedom of 
information act and its intent as created by acts of congress. 

I, Lee Moisant, know and understand our duties to publish in the Federal Register, as provided by acts of congress, 
our authority by statute, with the implementing regulations for enforcement of any attempt by the United States 
Bureau of Internal Revenue Service to collect an assessment from the Sovereign, Arnold F. Anklam in his foreign 
country of Minnesota, and as of the time of this due private presentment security agreement “True Bill”, I, Lee 
Moisant know of no such publication whatsoever. 

I, Lee Moisant, freely admit our section 6110 of our I.R.S. code makes it mandatory for us to reveal to the 
Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam his requests in relation to our application of U.S.C. Title 26 statutes upon said 
Sovereign, and of which we have failed to honor proven by our agents and also including me, Lee Moisant in 
Minnesota state, United States of America. 

I, Lee Moisant, either knew or should have known our United States Bureau of Internal Revenue is doing business 
under the federal common law which is in fact the Uniform Commercial Code that operates upon a presumption all 
the People are statutory defined “persons” either inhabiting within the United States or effectively connected with 
the conduct of a trade or business within the United States, and the Sovereign, Arnold F. Anklam is not such a 
“person” by our prima facie records which prove said Sovereign has duly expatriated from “within” our admitted 
bankrupt United States and is freely inhabiting in his foreign country of Minnesota, his native birthright origin as an 
American national free inhabitant. 

I, Lee Moisant, know and understand our own U.C.C. recognizes the effect of foreign judgments as a set-off, and 
upon my willful failure to make timely answer within the courtesy presentment ten ( 10 ) days of receipt of this 
“True Bill”, I, Lee Moisant will become liable for the sum certain amount of One Flundred Million 
(100,000,000.00) Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, gold minted Coin, or silver minted Coin from our Treasury 
of these United States of America under our national government in relation to the several States, the foreign country 
of Minnesota being one of these separate jurisdictions from our political will public policy admitted bankrupt 
corporation United States. 

I, Lee Moisant, freely admit our feigned enforcement powers “within” the United States in the past have been in 
direct violation of Article of amendment the Eleventh which prohibits our United States citizens from invoking the 
judicial power of the United States in any legislative created tribunal a/k/a United States District Court for the 
District of Minnesota unless and until the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam would have willfully, knowingly, and 
voluntarily waived his Common Law venue in his foreign State country of Minnesota, which has never happened by 
our own embarrassing prima facie real evidence attached to this “True Bill” as an integral part hereof. 

I, Lee Moisant, admit of our constructive fraud in relation to our form 1040 which had no OMB number attached to 
said forms at that time when in fact our form should have been 2555 in relation to the Sovereign, Arnold F. Anklam 
in his foreign country of Minnesota expressly not “within” the United States. 

I, Lee Moisant, freely admit into this special private presentment “True Bill” the very fact our I.R.S. section 7602 
proves our authority for summons is only upon the United States Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms and 
never did apply to the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam in his native born Minnesota state, a foreign country in relation 
to our admitted bankrupt United States. 

I, Lee Moisant, especially knew and understood my authority to make an assessment upon the Sovereign Arnold F. 
Anklam in his foreign country of Minnesota was restricted by our own code section 6020 which has implementing 
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regulations for U.S.C. Title 27 under Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms and no authority whatsoever under U.S.C. Title 
26, under our purported willful failure to file code section 7203. 

I, Lee Moisant, also admit our code section 6651 only applies to U.S.C. Title 27 in relation to Alcohol, Tobacco and 
Firearms and never did have any relation to our illegal seizure of private property rightfully owned and possessed by 
Pleasant Living Trust, co-trustee Arnold F. Anklam in his foreign country of Minnesota, causing our limited liability 
to our admitted bankrupt United States corporation for our theft of private property which was never lawfully seized 
under our very own rules, regulations, statutes and public policy feigned insurance contributions. 

I, Lee Moisant, further confess we are not embarrassed to place our CFR numbers on our Customs Declaration 
forms, but have in fact deceived the majority of the People in the several States by our willful failure to place said 
numbers on our fraudulent 1040 forms which did trick the Sovereign, Arnold F. Anklam in years past, starting in 
about 1958, causing much damage to the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam and his Posterity in their separate Common 
Law venue, an original and exclusive jurisdiction foreign to our United States jurisdictions. 

I, Lee Moisant, either knew or should have known my willful and knowing accomplices above named, would have 
to answer in one form or another for our willful and knowing participation in theft of Private property rightfully 
owned by the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam in his country of Minnesota, with or without resort to a tribunal, but 
nevertheless subject to our own devious rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code through our devisees shysters 
commonly known as the State Bar of Minnesota. 

I, Lee Moisant, know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the prima facie real evidence 
I, Lee Moisant, being a foreign agent taking pay for presumed specific performance from the International Monetary 
Fund, must obey simple contract law, or become liable upon said contract. Even my attorney advisers knew and 
understood this elementary principal, but in our programmed mental condition. We, my co-conspirators and 
accomplices named in this Private security agreement and I, Lee Moisant, did willfully and knowingly take the 
responsibility for our own actions or inactions, with appropriate punishments becoming evident from time to time as 
truth prevails in the foreign country of Minnesota. 

I, Lee Moisant, know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide presentment, a breach of contract subjects me, 
Lee Moisant, to Private and public punishments while under specific performance of public oath of office through 
delegation of authority, whether or whether not I, Lee Moisant, have been misguided, misinformed, and mislead by 
my willful and knowing accomplices named herein. 

I, Lee Moisant, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail, and under our system, no matter how 
colorable, the Uniform Commercial Code was adequate to punish even the most mentally corrupt and deficient 
delinquents “within” our United States. 

I, Lee Moisant, individually, and as non-registered foreign agent “within” the United States, jointly and severally, 
know and understand the term constructive fraud with or without scienter, and the term conversion, and the term 
consideration, and the term obligation of contract, therefore, based upon this special, express, and explicit 
knowledge, I, Lee Moisant, individually, and jointly and severally will become liable to the free inhabitant in his 
country of Minnesota on sight, on demand, should I, Lee Moisant, fail to comprehend the magnitude of my 
omissions and commissions under simple contract Law, especially under the supremacy Common Law, a/k/a as our 
organic Law in harmony with Floly Scriptures, the foundation of our Law, and especially for reasons in contract Law 
I, Lee Moisant, would fail to answer this due private presentment “True Bill” in any manner whatsoever by this 
tender offer for any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract especially under the provisions of U.C.C. § 
1-103 which provide for bankruptcy and estoppel caused by fraud, coercion, undue influence, misrepresentation, 
through the Common Law under UCC 1-103.6 as in Anderson's on the UCC . and as explained more fully in the 
Bank Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking Law , and in conjunction with the UCC at § 3-103(1) which 1 
know and understand is quoted: “This Article does not apply to money, documents of title ,—”. 

For my willful and knowing participation in this conversion of Private property concerning the Sovereign Arnold F. 
Anklam in his Common Law venue original and exclusive jurisdiction in his country of Minnesota, 1, Lee Moisant, 
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now know I must answer this courtesy presentment within ten (10) days of this service upon me, or through my 
continued ignorance in Law, coupled with the pressures of my willful and knowing accomplices, I, Lee Moisant, 
will become liable for the sum certain amount of damages occurring to the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam in this 
Private matter for One Hundred Million ( 100,000,000.00 ) Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, especially under 
our own rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code, which was adopted by my adviser accomplices themselves, 
purportedly learned in law. 

I, Lee Moisant, admit in this Private security agreement “True Bill”, the fact I do know and understand the term 
accommodation, and the term surety, and the term guarantor, and the term Maker, and the term Payee, and the term 
Drawer as could be duly presented in a special Private collections item, restricted endorsement Documentary Draft ( 
distress warrant), drawn without recourse by the Sovereign, free inhabitant Arnold F. Anklam in his country of 
Minnesota, without prejudice to the Sovereign in his Common Law venue original and exclusive jurisdiction state of 
the forum under the Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and through a Privately bonded Notary 
Public under protest as in Rule 9(d), 44.1, 902(3)(A)(B) 8 & 9, enforceable under UCC 9-501 nihil dicit, when duly 
presented for audit at the office of the United States of America Postmaster in Minneapolis, Minnesota state through 
the full faith and credit clause of our national Constitution in America. 

I, Lee Moisant, admit conversion is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through Common Law Affidavit in this 
Minnesota state in these several States in this union of States in America. 

Done and dated this_day of May, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Attestation: by Lee Moisant, individually, and jointly and severally for the United States 

PRIVATE SEAL: _ 

Lee Moisant, bona fide, and subject nihil dicit 

Acknowledgment: by the free inhabitant Arnold F. Anklam in Law, in our country of Minnesota 

teste meipso this_day of May, in the year of our Mighty One, through our Redeemer 

Emmanuel, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Jurat: _ 

Arnold F. Anklam, in personam, in re, in Hennepin county 
in our country of Minnesota, expressly not “within” the United States 

_, notary public Seal. 

, duly appointed, commissioned and privately bonded in our country of Minnesota. 

I,_, notary public in our foreign country of Minnesota in relation to 

the admitted bankrupt United States, hereby attest and acknowledge the law and facts as duly presented bona fide 
before me and signed by the free inhabitant, Arnold F. Anklam in the County and State aforesaid, for due 
presentment upon public record in our supreme Court in Hennepin county organized for judicial purposes under our 
Constitution of Minnesota in the year of Eighteen Hundred_, A.D.. 

Fees:_ 

Oath:_ 

Postage:_ 

Mileage:_ 

Affidavit:_ 

Misc:_ 
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State of the Forum Common Law U.C.C. § 1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C. - 4 Private Security Agreement non-negotiable "True Bill" 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig v. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Irnar Morice, individually, and as non-registered foreign agent District Director for the United States Bureau of 
Internal Revenue “within’’ the United States, jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable “True 
Bill" U.C.C.-4 Private security agreement under the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and 
therefore, by these due presentments for acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C. § 3-504 & 3-505, through 
principles of U.C.C. § 1-103 by undue influence, principal and agent, fraud, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, 
duress, law of contracts, bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum 
common law under U.C.C. § 1-105 (N.I.L.) (conflicts of law) herein contained agree with the Sovereign Arnold F. 
Anklam in his country of Minnesota as follows: 

During the year of Nineteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D., I, Irnar Morice, non-registered foreign agent employed by 
the United States Bureau of Internal Revenue limited to our internal matters, hereby admit of the fact I did willfully, 
knowingly, and purposefully make presentments to the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam in his “other jurisdiction” in 
his country of Minnesota through our applications of constructive fraud created by our titles of nobility which are 
forbidden in our national Constitution and also forbidden in the Constitution of Minnesota evidenced by my public 
oath of office and further supported through my delegation of authority which emanates from the office of the 
secretary of the treasury in the corporation District of Columbia and does not originate in the Common Law venue of 
Minnesota state in matters relating to the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam. 

I, Irnar Morice, freely admit our agents in the foreign country of Minnesota have attacked the Sovereign Arnold F. 
Anklam through the use of our feigned statutes, regulations and rules without any supporting documents which could 
prove our judicial power and judicial authority to enforce said statutes, regulations, rules and public policy of our 
non-registered foreign agents in the country of Minnesota, one of the several States in the American union against the 
Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam in his original and exclusive jurisdiction in matters of Right of possession of private 
property through his law of descent from his Creator and full well protected for the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam 
under my public oath of office specifically under Article of amendment the First of our national Constitution. 

I, Irnar Morice, freely admit our Internal Revenue Service statutes as contained within U.S.C. Title 26 must have 
supporting implementation to enforce the regulations in attempts to collect an assessment for a tax, or make a levy, 
or enter a lien into the foreign country of Minnesota as it relates to the Sovereign, Arnold F. Anklam in his “other 
jurisidiction”. 

I, Irnar Morice, hereby admit our United States Bureau of Internal Revenue non-registered foreign agents do not 
have any supporting implementation regulations which could enforce a collection process against Arnold F. Anklam 
in his foreign country of Minnesota unless and until our United States could have proven said Sovereign Arnold F. 
Anklam had in fact engaged in business activities enforced by the United States Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and 
Firearms under contractual law of privilege created by acts of congress in their jurisdictions. 

I, Irnar Morice, freely admit in this special private presentment security agreement “True Bill” the fact our agents 
acts of entering a “Notice of Lien” in the Hennepin county-court building in Minneapolis, and in the office of 
secretary of state in Minnesota state, as against the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam was made under color of law, color 
of right and color of authority in violation of our own restrictive covenants by acts of congress which are limited to 
“within” the District of Columbia, its territories, its possessions, its subjects, its States, its §tates, and its treaties, 
thereby making our “Notice of Lien” an incomplete instrument as in U.C.C. § 3-115 which was induced upon the 
Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam in his country of Minnesota through fraud as in U.C.C. § 3-305(2)(B)& (C). 

I, Irnar Morice, know and understand our United States Bureau of Internal Revenue agents must comply with 
certain mandates by acts of congress in relation to U.S.C. Title 27, Code of Federal Regulations such as the 
corresponding entries for U.S.C. Title 26 to make enforceable our section 7203 willful failure to file provisions, and 
of which we do not have any enforcement powers nor authority under U.S.C. Title 26 which is voluntary as 
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contradistinguished from U.S.C. Title 27 under the United States Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms that 
clearly show the corresponding regulations as admitted by acts of congress. 

I, Irnar Morice, freely admit the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam did make due presentment to our United States 
corporation via freedom of information act to which our non-registered foreign agents did not reply to the said 
information and did cause damages to the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam through our obstruction of the freedom of 
information act and its intent as created by acts of congress. 

I, Irnar Morice, know and understand our duties to publish in the Federal Register, as provided by acts of congress, 
our authority by statute, with the implementing regulations for enforcement of any attempt by the United States 
Bureau of Internal Revenue Service to collect an assessment from the Sovereign, Arnold F. Anklam in his foreign 
country of Minnesota, and as of the time of this due private presentment security agreement “True Bill”, I, Irnar 
Morice know of no such publication whatsoever. 

I, Irnar Morice, freely admit our section 6110 of our I.R.S. code makes it mandatory for us to reveal to the 
Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam his requests in relation to our application of U.S.C. Title 26 statutes upon said 
Sovereign, and of which we have failed to honor proven by our agents and also including me, Irnar Morice in 
Minnesota state, United States of America. 

I, Irnar Morice, either knew or should have known our United States Bureau of Internal Revenue is doing business 
under the federal common law which is in fact the Uniform Commercial Code that operates upon a presumption all 
the People are statutory defined “persons” either inhabiting within the United States or effectively connected with 
the conduct of a trade or business within the United States, and the Sovereign, Arnold F. Anklam is not such a 
“person” by our prima facie records which prove said Sovereign has duly expatriated from “within” our admitted 
bankrupt United States and is freely inhabiting in his foreign country of Minnesota, his native birthright origin as an 
American national free inhabitant. 

I, Irnar Morice, know and understand our own U.C.C. recognizes the effect of foreign judgments as a set-off, and 
upon my willful failure to make timely answer within the courtesy presentment ten ( 10 ) days of receipt of this 
“True Bill”, I, Irnar Morice will become liable for the sum certain amount of One Flundred Million 
(100,000,000.00) Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, gold minted Coin, or silver minted Coin from our Treasury 
of these United States of America under our national government in relation to the several States, the foreign country 
of Minnesota being one of these separate jurisdictions from our political will public policy admitted bankrupt 
corporation United States. 

I, Irnar Morice, freely admit our feigned enforcement powers “within” the United States in the past have been in 
direct violation of Article of amendment the Eleventh which prohibits our United States citizens from invoking the 
judicial power of the United States in any legislative created tribunal a/k/a United States District Court for the 
District of Minnesota unless and until the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam would have willfully, knowingly, and 
voluntarily waived his Common Law venue in his foreign State country of Minnesota, which has never happened by 
our own embarrassing prima facie real evidence attached to this “True Bill” as an integral part hereof. 

I, Irnar Morice, admit of our constructive fraud in relation to our form 1040 which had no OMB number attached to 
said forms at that time when in fact our form should have been 2555 in relation to the Sovereign, Arnold F. Anklam 
in his foreign country of Minnesota expressly not “within” the United States. 

I, Irnar Morice, freely admit into this special private presentment “True Bill” the very fact our I.R.S. section 7602 
proves our authority for summons is only upon the United States Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms and 
never did apply to the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam in his native born Minnesota state, a foreign country in relation 
to our admitted bankrupt United States. 

I, Irnar Morice, freely admit the fact our “Notice of Levy” forms do not contain the sub-paragraph (a) on the back 
of said form which reveals the most important intent the only property which could be under lawful levy is United 
States government property and does not include the private property Rightfully owned by the Sovereign Arnold F. 
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Anklam in his “other jurisdiction”, the foreign country of Minnesota in comparison to our jurisdicitons emanating 
from “within” the United States. 

I, Irnar Morice, especially knew and understood my authority to make an assessment upon the Sovereign Arnold F. 
Anklam in his foreign country of Minnesota was restricted by our own code section 6020 which has implementing 
regulations for U.S.C. Title 27 under Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms and no authority whatsoever under U.S.C. Title 
26, under our purported willful failure to file code section 7203. 

I, Irnar Morice, also admit our code section 6651 only applies to U.S.C. Title 27 in relation to Alcohol, Tobacco 
and Firearms and never did have any relation to our illegal seizure of private property rightfully owned and 
possessed by Pleasant Living Trust, co-trustee Arnold F. Anklam in his foreign country of Minnesota, causing our 
limited liability to our admitted bankrupt United States corporation for our theft of private property which was never 
lawfully seized under our very own rules, regulations, statutes and public policy feigned insurance contributions. 

I, Irnar Morice, further confess we are not embarrassed to place our CFR numbers on our Customs Declaration 
forms, but have in fact deceived the majority of the People in the several States by our willful failure to place said 
numbers on our fraudulent 1040 forms which did trick the Sovereign, Arnold F. Anklam in years past, starting in 
about 1958, causing much damage to the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam and his Posterity in their separate Common 
Law venue, an original and exclusive jurisdiction foreign to our United States jurisdictions. 

I, Irnar Morice, either knew or should have known my willful and knowing criminal accomplices above described, 
would have to answer in one form or another for our willful and knowing participation in theft of Private property 
rightfully owned by the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam in his country of Minnesota, with or without resort to a 
tribunal, but nevertheless subject to our own devious rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code through our devisees 
shysters commonly known as the State Bar of Minnesota. 

I, Irnar Morice, know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the prima facie real evidence 
I, Irnar Morice, being a non-registered foreign agent taking pay for presumed specific performance from the 
International Monetary Fund, must obey simple contract law, or become liable upon said contract. Even my attorney 
advisers knew and understood this elementary principal, but in our programmed mental condition. We, my co¬ 
conspirators and criminal accomplices described in this Private security agreement and 1, Irnar Morice, did willfully 
and knowingly take the responsibility for our own actions or inactions, with appropriate punishments becoming 
evident from time to time as truth prevails in the foreign country of Minnesota duly presented by the Sovereign 
Arnold F. Anklam. 

I, Irnar Morice, know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide presentment security agreement, a breach of 
contract subjects me, Irnar Morice, to Private and public punishments while under specific performance of public 
oath of office through delegation of authority, whether or whether not I, Irnar Morice, have been misguided, 
misinformed, maligned and mislead by my willful and knowing accomplices named herein. 

I, Irnar Morice, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail, and under our system, no matter how 
colorable, the Uniform Commercial Code was adequate to punish even our most mentally corrupt and deficient 
delinquents “within” our United States. 

I, Irnar Morice, individually, and as non-registered foreign agent “within” the United States, jointly and severally, 
know and understand the term constructive fraud with or without scienter, and the term conversion, and the term 
consideration, and the term obligation of contract, therefore, based upon this special, express, and explicit 
knowledge, I, Irnar Morice, individually, and jointly and severally will become liable to the free inhabitant in his 
country of Minnesota on sight, on demand, should I, Irnar Morice, fail to comprehend the magnitude of my 
omissions and commissions under simple contract Law, especially under the supremacy Common Law, a/k/a our 
organic Law in harmony with Holy Scriptures , the foundation of our Law, and especially for reasons in contract 
Law I, Irnar Morice, would fail to answer this due private presentment security agreement “True Bill” in any 
manner whatsoever by this tender offer for any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract especially under 
the provisions of U.C.C. § 1-103 which provide for bankruptcy and estoppel caused by fraud, coercion, undue 
influence, misrepresentation, through the Common Law under UCC 1-103.6 as in Anderson's on the LCC . and as 
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explained more fully in the Bank Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking Law , and in conjunction with the 
UCC at § 3-103(1) which I know and understand is quoted: “This Article does not apply to money, documents of 
title ,— 

For my willful and knowing participation in this conversion of Private property concerning the Sovereign Arnold F. 
Anklam in his Common Law venue original and exclusive jurisdiction in his country of Minnesota, I, Irnar Morice, 
now know I must answer this courtesy presentment within ten (10) days of this due service upon me, or through my 
continued ignorance in Law, coupled with the pressures of my willful and knowing criminal accomplices, I, Irnar 
Morice, will become liable for the sum certain amount of damages occurring to the Sovereign Arnold F. Anklam in 
this Private matter for One Hundred Million ( 100,000,000.00 ) Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, especially 
under our own rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code, which was adopted by my adviser criminal accomplices 
themselves, purportedly learned in law. 

I, Irnar Morice, admit in this Private security agreement “True Bill”, the fact I do know and understand the term 
accommodation, and the term surety, and the term guarantor, and the term Maker, and the term Payee, and the term 
Drawer as could be duly presented in a special Private collections item, restricted endorsement Documentary Draft ( 
distress warrant ) or certified Banker's check, drawn without recourse by the Sovereign, free inhabitant Arnold F. 
Anklam in his country of Minnesota, without prejudice to the Sovereign in his Common Law venue original and 
exclusive jurisdiction state of the forum under the Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and through a 
Privately bonded Notary Public under protest as in Rule 9(d), 44.1, 902(3)(A)(B) 8 & 9, enforceable under UCC 9- 
501 nihil dicit, when duly presented for audit at the office of the United States of America Postmaster in 
Minneapolis, Minnesota state through the full faith and credit clause of our national Constitution in America. 

I, Irnar Morice, admit conversion is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through Common Law Affidavit in this 
Minnesota state in these several States in this union of States in America. 

Done and dated this_day of May, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Attestation: by Irnar Morice, individually, and jointly and severally for the United States 

PRIVATE SEAL: _ 

Irnar Morice, bona fide, and subject nihil dicit 

Acknowledgment: by the free inhabitant Arnold F. Anklam in Law, in our country of Minnesota 

teste meipso this_day of May, in the year of our Mighty One, through our Redeemer 

Emmanuel, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

PER curiam: _ 

Arnold F. Anklam, in personam, in re, in Hennepin county 

in our country of Minnesota, expressly not “within” the United States 

_, notary public Seal. 

, duly appointed, commissioned and privately bonded in our country of Minnesota. 

I,_, notary public in our foreign country of Minnesota in relation to 

the admitted bankrupt United States, hereby attest and acknowledge the law and facts as duly presented bona fide 
before me and signed by the free inhabitant, Arnold F. Anklam in the County and State aforesaid, for due 
presentment upon public record in our supreme Court in Hennepin county organized for judicial purposes under our 
Constitution of Minnesota in the year of Eighteen Hundred_, A.D.. 

Fees:_, Oath:_, Postage:_, 

Mileage:_, Affidavit:_, Misc:_ . 
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State of the forum Common Law UCC/MCA 30-1-105 (N.l.L.) 

FS-4 Private Security Agreement Non-Negotiable "True Bill" 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig vs. Missouri 29 Us (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, C.B. McNeil, individually, and as purported sheriff in Garfield county, jointly and severally attest to these 
facts in this non-negotiable "True Bill" U.C.C./FS-4 Private security agreement under the principle of 
ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these due presentments for acceptance without 
dishonor under U.C.C./MCA 30-3-504 & 505, through principles of U.C.C./MCA 30-1-103 by undue in¬ 
fluence, principal and agent, fraud, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, duress, law of contracts, 
bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum common law under 
MCA 30-1-105 (N.l.L.) herein contained agree with the Sovereigns Emmett Clark and Richard E. Clark as 
follows: 


Greetings: In the name and by the authority of the People, in relation to their class, freemen characters' in 
Justus Township, you, C.B. McNeil, are hereby commanded by this freeman's writ, through this private 
presentment giving you Notice, and ample time to answer, with or without prejudice to your public oath of 
office, before this Private due presentment becomes a “True Bill” by our right and our remedy in your 
federal common law a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code under Private International Law, utilizing the 
concepts of the place wherein the agreement is formed, and in the state of the forum in relation to the parties' 
power to choose applicable law as in the law merchant under the Negotiable Instruments Law, our pre-code 
remedy through the principals of law of contract, where fraud, coercion, duress, threat, misrepresentation, 
undue influence, and the like are in the forefront, with remedy as in estoppel, bankruptcy, principal and 
agent, and other validating and invalidating causes before or after the breach of simple contract as in U.C.C. 
§ 1-107 taking into non-negotiable consideration of simple contract bona fide pledge ( C.B. McNeil ) of 
public oath of office through liberally administered remedies as in U.C.C. § 1-106, especially by use of 
U.C.C. § 1-108 for the freemen characters' of separate and peculiar class who utilize U.C.C. § 1-109 through 
section captions where they apply to the class. 

Wherefore: I, C.B. McNeil, commissioner or Justice of our appellate branch of supreme court ( of the state 
of Montana ), having this Notice by due presentment bona fide tender offer for specific performance 
pursuant to the parties' power to choose applicable law in their territorial realm, know and understand our 
house of cards is precariously perched, and based upon my answer or non-answer of this due presentment 
Private security agreement non-negotiable “True Bill”, a ninety-nine year lien ( possessory ) could ensue, 
through bonded warrant of attachment clothed in our forms, both standard and non-standard for any 
consideration sufficient to support a simple contract as in U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 44 ) ( d ), and enforceable for the 
parties' under U.C.C. § 9-501 through accommodation/surety/guarantor signature of necessity and with 
prejudice based in whole or in part by my non-answer or my answer to this courtesy bona fide due Private 
presentment in the country of Montana in the Unites States of America. 

I, C.B. McNeil, know and understand the fundamental concept, our appellate jurisdiction is limited to the 
choice of the parties', just as this agreement is limited to the choice of the parties', however, under simple 
contract law, my position is controlled by pledge, for my understanding in Law, the Law is presumed in 
simple contract, and the presumption is 1, C.B. McNeil, have bona fide taken a public oath of office to the 
Constitution of Montana, as well as our very large Private corporation defined by us as “this state” or 
“State” under pains and penalties of breach of contract, which as proven by this Notice and Knowledge due 
Private presentment will create the prima facie intent of criminal conduct on my part should I, C.B. McNeil, 
fail to answer this due presentment Private security agreement “True Bill” within the courtesy time limit of 
ten 
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( 10 ) days by this Notice to Appear, granted by leave of the Court procedendo ad judicium as an integral 
part of praecipe whereby no freeman shall lose his Court. 

I, C.B. McNeil, know and understand the original jurisdiction in our one supreme court is exclusive at the 
choice of the parties', especially upon their due presentment of bonded warrants of attachment as against the 
delinquent parties', some of whom I, C.B. McNeil, know personally, either public or private, meaning 
Nickolas C. Mumion, a double agent in Garfield county acting publicly and privately who for his crimes 
against the State has instigated of necessity this cleansing of our corruption and complicity in criminal 
barratry, criminal trespass, criminal forcible detainer, criminal unlawful detainer, criminal libel, criminal 
slander, through remedy for the freemen characters' in Garfield county and other counties by our own 
federal common law sometimes referred to by our very large Private owned coiporation as Uniform 
Commercial Code, our cestui que trust bible for collections upon unilateral agreements, depending on the 
negotiability of the parties', and their commensurate learning levels of our criminal conspiracy to commit 
sedition d/b/a limited liability public policy beyond the scope of our authority. 

I, C.B. McNeil, know and understand, by the courtesy presentments duly served upon me by the freemen 
characters' which are in fact exculpatory evidence, and must be presented into open court by me, C.B. 
McNeil, expert witness in Garfield county or any of the other fifty-five counties in our country of Montana, 
for the simple reason my non-answer or answer to this Private security agreement “True Bill” becomes 
prima facie extra-judicial evidence to break the presumption for the trier of fact to overcome our color of 
law administrative controlled hearings disguised as court, and only applicable to the class of the parties', but 
have not original and exclusive jurisdiction over the person of the freeman characters', nor any in rem 
attachment by our very large Private coiporation, thereby negating any subject matter jurisdiction for our 
certified statutory justice of the peace to gain any type of jurisdiction over the exempt People, the duly 
expatriated freemen characters' in their realm which “We” of color hate and despise, as proven by our 
willful, knowing and felonious acts in our over-zealous criminal acts of treason and conspiracy to commit 
high treason against the Constitution of Montana and our republican form of government, the sole and 
exclusive right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State, the freemen characters' who 
have duly presented this Private security agreement “True Bill” to me, C.B. McNeil, as a courtesy. 

I, C.B. McNeil, know and understand, legislative created tribunals are voluntary for the parties', and said 
parties' must agree to the choice of hearing officer in their venue, just as venue is attached to the territory of 
the jurisdiction, and the law of the place wherein the land, and title of land is located, bringing in purview 
our supreme Law of the Land as in “Holy Scriptures”. Wherefore: 1, C.B. McNeil, freely admit, our 
federal common law does not contain remedy in documents of title which is quoted in our U.C.C. § 3-103, 
and even goes on further to say this Article does not deal in money. 1, C.B. McNeil, freely admit this is the 
reason for our own admittance of U.C.C. § 1-103.6 which is in harmony with the common law, a pre-code 
remedy wherein the code is not competent to give remedy at the choice of the suitor, with or without resort 
to a legislative created tribunal as in our own U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 34 ) and ( 36 ) at the parties' power to choose 
applicable law, which in this private security agreement “True Bill” is now admitted by me, C.B. McNeil, 
commissioner/Justice by the tenor of this agreement is in fact and in Law. 

1, C.B. McNeil, as Common Law Justice, freely admit, in our guaranteed republican form of government, in 
a judicial branch Court of Justice, the Justice managing his own cause is the plaintiff, which “We” have 
attempted to remove from the M.C.A. corporation statute-merchant ( copyrighted by our very large Private 
corporation ) under common usage, but were in fact captured by the freemen characters' who have tamed the 
West, by their undaunted truths, which by my own admissions, or by my non-admissions have over-come 
our color of law which means a lie, common usage for lawyers and the like. 

1, C.B. McNeil, further admit, Article V, section 26 of our Constitution of Montana forbids our Legislative 
Assembly from passing any local or special laws respecting the Courts of Justice which we do fully confirm 
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in our own color of law codes as in M.C.A. § 3-15, under the heading “courts of limited jurisdiction” and 
our own deceptive explanation of how we certify “this state” or “State” justices of the peace, or our State 
Justices of the Peace, who by their very own prima facie money trail, accept pay for their public services, 
making them in fact the de facto style of public officer, which by our prima facie codes is merely a public 
servant employed by a public service, meaning our very large Private corporation a/k/a the freely associated 
compact party states which define ourselves as “this state” or “State” and are limited to our territorial realm 
in the District of Columbia, its territories, its possessions, its subjects to which it relates, its acts of congress, 
and its commercial nexus. 

1, C.B. McNeil, know and understand, freemen characters' are in fact and in Law conservators of the peace, 
Justices' of the Peace, who appoint another Justice as their law clerk sitting at the pleasure of the Court, and 
1, C.B, McNeil, as Common Law Justice mean in this Private security agreement “True Bill” are the very 
same Justices' who did lawfully appoint a Justice of the Peace in their Common Law venue, in their original 
and exclusive jurisdiction which our appellate branch of the supreme court of the state of Montana cannot 
supervise nor make rules, nor interfere in any manner whatsoever, bringing to light our crimes of supporting 
the criminal trespass by our title of nobility double agent, the delinquent Nickolas C. Mumion, who has 
nearly sunken our capsized ship of state, meaning “this state” and “State” as defined in our very own large 
Private corporation through our Private copyrighted codes a/k/a our civil contracts upon the class to which 
they relate, either public or private, just like this “True Bill”. 

1, C.B. McNeil, by my admission of Article V, section 26 of our Constitution of Montana in its entirety, and 
now making Declaratory Judgment as in our own M.C.A. § 27-8-101 through M.C.A. § 27-9-104 and even 
including our reserved chapters 10 and 11, move this Private security agreement “True Bill” as prima facie 
real evidence to overcome our color of law presumption all People are subjects of a class under the statute- 
merchant, subject to majority rule, subject to our implied consent unilateral agreements such as this one, and 
bound by our cestui que trust administering for our foreign principals such as the IMF, the IRS, the 
INTERPOL, the United Nations, the private Federal Reserve Banks and the like. 1, C.B. McNeil, know and 
understand our double agent Joseph P. Mazurek is a necessary party in this justiciable controversy, and by 
this Notice said Joseph P. Mazurek has already been served his Declaratory Judgment which he must 
confess to remove any uncertainty, without objection by anyone of any character whatsoever, making it clear 
for all who have eyes to see and ears to hear, the freemen characters' are in fact and in Law free, not subject 
to our laws, nor “this state”, nor “State” defined by our copyrighted codes, but are in fact more clearly 
defined in our own judges benchbook which we published as late as the year of 1982, and duly presented our 
obligations to the freemen characters' in their own country as in M.C.A. § 1-1-107, and recognized in “this 
state” as in M.C.A. § 1-1-108 and M.C.A. § 1-1-109. Now you, the freemen characters' know that 1, C.B. 
McNeil, commissioner and Justice know the meaning and intent of the legislature by our “True Bill” which 
“We” must acknowledge by confession of judgment and through our own prima facie M.C.A. § 1-11-101 
through M.C.A. § 1-11-103. 

1, C.B. McNeil, in purview of the freemen characters', a separate and distinct class of Private parties', by 
their own choice of parties' power to choose applicable law, know and understand leave granted by the Court 
means their sole and exclusive right of self governing as a free sovereign and independent State, not “this 
state”, nor “State” as defined by our own copyrighted M.C.A. statutes which are owned by our very large 
Private corporation administering to the national and international bankruptcy for our foreign principals, the 
United Nations and the like through our secretary of the treasury who is paid by the IMF, and not by the 
United States, nor the United States of America, thereby creating some confusion into this Private security 
agreement “True Bill” smacking of constructive fraud on my part, C.B. McNeil, admitted commissioner for 
this bankruptcy proceeding, knowing full well a bankrupt party cannot state a claim upon which relief could 
be granted, but on the reverse side of this bill of exchange, the freemen characters' are the perfected lien 
creditors upon my willful, knowing and purposeful delinquency by my own Private and public failure to 
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answer this perfected “True Bill” within the courtesy time limit of ten ( 10 ) days of this due Private 
presentment, extra-judicial exculpatory evidence, which 1, C.B. McNeil, freely admit into the hands and 
safe-keeping of Nickolas C. Mumion, Joseph P. Mazurek, Gladys M. Stanton, Gregory P. Mohr and John 
Connor, upon my nihil dicit, through U.C.C. § 9-403 inter alia, with Mike Cooney becoming the witness and 
process receiver, both public and private. 

1, C.B. McNeil, having agreed so far in this Private security agreement “True Bill” now further admit, under 
my bona fide public oath of office and in purview of the freemen characters' who have created their Justus 
Township by quoad hoc committee, duly made public upon tender offer of certified minutes to Jo Ann 
Stanton, the supreme court-clerk in de jure Garfield county, and further made due presentments to our 
receiver for process upon our very large Private corporation, Mike Cooney, our secretary of state, but not 
necessarily the secretary of Montana, now known to me by this Notice and Knowledge granted by leave of 
the Court to aid in the appellate jurisdiction lacking in subject matter until the tenor of this bona fide due 
presentment becomes made public, with or without resort to our legislative created tribunals under our very 
own sanction of open public meetings in which two or more are gathered, synonymous with “Holy 
Scriptures”, the duly adopted Law of the Sovereign, meaning in this courtesy Private presentment, the 
freemen characters' who have removed themselves from our Babylon, creating for our color of law 
devastation to our credit and our creditability everlasting involuntary bankruptcy, through our auctioneers, 
our Department of the Treasury and the like. 

1, C.B. McNeil, freely admit this bona fide due Private presentment into open court as exculpatory evidence 
freely admitted by me, C.B. McNeil, as expert witness for our national and international bankruptcy which I, 
C.B. McNeil, have so freely administered as commissioner for many years based upon this Court of Record, 
and my past performances, both public and private, in Law and in equity, and even including Private 
International Law. 

I, C.B. McNeil, having a preponderance of the evidence by this ex parte hearing in chambers, know and 
understand, by my nihil dicit, this due Private presentment “True Bill” will become public, by the mixed 
jurisdictions enjoyed by the freemen characters in their realm ( i.e. peculiar jurisdiction ), an express Right 
as in our Constitution of Montana beyond the scope of authority of any public officer, or public servant as 
the class of the character relates, Wherefore: in the interests of substantial justice, by my Declaratory 
Judgment to remove any uncertainty, the freemen characters' duly expatriated, and duly presented to our 
very large Private corporation, have been damaged by criminal acts of Nickolas C. Mumion, aided and 
abetted by John Connor, criminal acts of Gladys M. Stanton, criminal acts of Gregory P. Mohr, criminal acts 
of Joe L. Hegel, criminal acts of Kenneth R. Wilson, aided and abetted by Joseph P. Mazurek, by 
constructive fraud of Mike Cooney, even our own Ed Smith by his commissions and omissions, through our 
willful, knowing, and felonious cover-up of our criminal conspiracy scheme by our titles of nobility 
accepting emoluments from our very large Private corporation, denying, delaying and selling justice to the 
freemen characters' with our criminal intent, by our willful and knowing failure to dismiss all our bogus 
“charges”, and declare a mis-trial in Garfield county based upon this preponderance of the real evidence, 
extra-judicial in nature, exculpatory in nature, and prima facie presented into the hands of our own co¬ 
conspirators, the “We” “persons” as publicly announced by the delinquent Nickolas C. Mumion on the 
Current Affairs public television broadcast which drove another nail into our Private coiporation coffin, 
damaging the freemen characters' further, now bringing their damages to the sum certain, on sight, on 
demand in the amount of One Hundred Fifty Million ( 150,000,000.00 ) dollars of current credit money bills 
of exchange, individually, and jointly and severally as against me, C.B. McNeil, and my co-horts Jean A. 
Tumage, Karla M. Gray, William E. Hunt, Sr., Fred Weber, John Conway Harrison, and William E. Hunt, 
Sr., as well as our other members of our very large Private corporation administering to the national and 
international bankruptcy as admitted by acts of congress, and enforced by us through our very own federal 
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common law at least as far back as the Erie Railroad vs. Tompkins decision in 1938, and the later 
implementation of the Clearfield doctrine long about 1943. 

1, C.B. McNeil, confess judgment for the sum certain amount of One Elundred Fifty Million 
( 150,000,000.00 ) dollars of current credit money in favor of each and every one of the freemen characters' 
who have been damaged by our very large Private corporation of “this state” by the willful, wanton, and 
malicious acts of our delinquent Nickolas C. Mumion, who “We” have failed to contain in his ongoing 
criminal conspiracy in Garfield county and other counties to cover-up his failure to prosecute in State vs. 
Jackie Kerrick, which has a warrant of attachment duly filed upon the county attorney trust account, and our 
very own certified impostor, Gladys M. Stanton, who 1, C.B. McNeil, freely admit was impersonating a 
public servant for as long back as 1987, and through our skillful cover-up through our libelous and 
slanderous use of our controlled news media, we have smothered the freemen characters' efforts to duly 
expose our criminal intent in our criminal cover-up which by my very own public and Private admissions in 
this due Private presentment “True Bill” is now full blown exposure, both public and Private, especially 
upon my admissions or non-admissions and through the effects of U.C.C. § 9-403 upon due tender of the 
filing fee and mailing certificate, both public and private, just like our worthless securities on the face which 
reads for all debts public and private. 

1, C.B. McNeil, further recommend, and make due order and command of mis-trial in our bogus sham 
proceeding initiated by our co-conspirator double agent Nickolas C. Mumion, aided and abetted by Gladys 
M. Stanton and Gregory P. Mohr in Garfield county and other counties, even though “We” did institute 
“charges” under our legal fiction county of Garfield of the state of Montana, our non-self governing form of 
government, not the traditional form of self-governing by choice of the suitor managing his own cause, and 
even to the point of election committee who administer the public oath, wherein all our Law begins, the 
principal over the servant, the Master over the Slave, and Almighty God over me, C.B. McNeil, judici satis 
poena est, quod Deum habet ultorem. 

Further I, C.B. McNeil, commissioner for the bankruptcy, and sometime justice, appellate branch of our one 
supreme court of the state of Montana sayeth naught: 
teste this_day of June, 1994. 

Attest: _ 

C.B. McNeil, bona fide signature, bona fide fidelity signature, in purview of public oath of 
office freely admitted prima facie extra-judicial evidence with or without resort to a tribunal 

Acknowledgment: 

teste meipso this 27th day of May, in the year of our Almighty God, 
in Jesus name, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D.. 


William L. Stanton, sui juris, in personam, in Justus Township 


Richard E. Clark, sui juris, in personam, in Justus Township 


Edwin Clark, sui juris, in personam, in Justus Township 


Rodney O. Skurdal, sui juris, in personam, in Justus Township 


Emmett Clark, sui juris, in personam, in Justus Township 


Daniel E. Petersen, sui juris, in personam, in Justus Township 


LeRoy M. Schweitzer, sui juris, in personam, in Justus Township 
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Ralph Clark, sui juris, in personam, in Justus Township 
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STATE OF THE FORUM COMMON LAW UCC/MCA 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) 

FS-4 PRIVATE SECURITY AGREEMENT NON-NEGOTIABLE "TRUE BILL" 

means bargain of the parties in fact 
CRAIG V. MISSOURI 29 US (IV PET.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, NORWEST BANK-BUTTE, individually by agent, Laura Arntson, Vice President, and 
jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "true bill" FS-4 PRIVATE security 
agreement under the principle of "ignorance of the law is no excuse", and therefore, by these PRE¬ 
SENTMENTS for acceptance "without dishonor" under MCA 30-3-504 & 505, through principles of 
MCA 30-1-103 by "undue influence", "principal and agent", "fraud", "misrepresentation", 
"coercion", "mistake", "duress", "law of contracts", and other "validating or invalidating causes" 
and in this "state of the forum common law" under MCA 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) herein contained agree as 
follows: 

On or about the 16th day of June, 1993, and at prior times, I, NORWEST BANK-BUTTE by 
authority of agent Laura Arntson did then and there dishonor a accommodation restrictive 
endorsement "true bill" special collections item documentary draft for the sum certain, pay to Rodney 
O. Skurdal on sight and on demand Eight thousand thirty six Dollars of Money (8,036.00) as drawn 
upon special collections account number 8520799406 by accommodation restrictive endorsement 
special collections surety/guarantor signature by my willful, knowing, and intentional refusal to sign 
this PRIVATE special collections item thereby making NORWEST BANK-BUTTE under the full 
faith and credit of the United States accountable for this PRIVATE special collections account 
receivable, which to the best of my knowledge and belief is an asset at a Bank. 

I, NORWEST BANK-BUTTE fully know and understand through my agent Laura Arntson 
Vice President, the fact an artificial "person" can sue or be sued as a PRIVATE party, and by the 
known PRIVATE and now public fact Warren Stone had PRESENTED for pay on or about the 14th 
day of June, 1993 a documentary draft letter of credit nihil dicit for the sum certain on sight amount 
of Seventy seven million Dollars of Money exactly at NORWEST BANK-BUTTE for special collections 
to NORWEST BANK-BUTTE account number 8520799406 in the name United States District Court, 
Butte, Montana, and that under our own Uniform Commercial Code official conduct this special 
collections account receivable certified letter of credit must be paid over by NORWEST BANK- 
BUTTE at or before midnight on the 14th day of June, 1993, and now it is over seventy two (72) hours 
later and this "true bill" special collections item has not been paid over nor collected by NORWEST 
BANK-BUTTE which makes NORWEST BANK-BUTTE by and through the willful, knowing, and 
voluntary acts of agent Laura Arntson liable to the customer by non-acceptance therefore causing a 
breach of the full faith and credit of the United States under the Negotiable Instruments Law for 
Rights and Remedy for any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract. 

I, NORWEST BANK-BUTTE by and through agent Laura Arntson do admit Rodney O. 
Skurdal, Warren Stone and special appointed PRIVATE bonded prothonotary NOTARY PUBLIC 
Jack Bolls did officially PROTEST our NORWEST BANK-BUTTE dishonor on the 17th day of June 
at 3:00 P.M. in the NORWEST BANK-BUTTE inner office before agent Laura Arntson who did then 
and there willfully, knowingly, and voluntarily place by her own actions or inaction's as the cause may 
be known a liability upon NORWEST BANK-BUTTE as special collections receiver in equity for the 
sum certain amount of double the credit account receivable for the sum certain amount one hundred 
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fifty four million Dollars of Money exactly on the 17th day of June, 1993, by this official formal protest 
from the Republican Form of Government People of Montana under the full faith and credit of the 
United States, and by this fact I, NORWEST BANK-BUTTE, and we, Laura Arntson and my co¬ 
conspirators in criminal conversion of PRIVATE special collections accounts receivable have willfully, 
knowingly, and intentionally damaged the good standing, the CREDITABILITY, the 
ACCOUNTABILITY, and the good name and good character of the Sovereign, the originator of all 
CREDITS at UCC 5-105 for the sum certain amount jointly and severally of one hundred fifty four 
million Dollars of Money for Rodney O. Skurdal, and one hundred fifty four million Dollars of Money 
for Warren Stone, and one hundred fifty four million Dollars of Money for Jack Bolls on this 17th day 
of June, 1993, at NORWEST BANK-BUTTE by acts under agency and in the law of contracts in this 
special collections PRIVATE banking procedure. 

WE, NORWEST BANK-BUTTE, by and through our high-ranking officers know full well and 
understand the term CONVERSION, and further know and understand the complications for tax eva¬ 
sion and official reporting to the United States Internal Revenue Service for unreported accounts re¬ 
ceivable special collections items, and by this known fact the official bank examiners must now, by 
United States Bankruptcy subpoena duces tecum, appear for official NORWEST BANK-BUTTE 
audit of imbalance by ASSETS against LIABILITIES until this special collections PRIVATE item 
documentary draft is paid over in full. 

WE, NORWEST BANK-BUTTE, by agent Laura Arntson, admit this PRIVATE security 
agreement duly PRESENTED by Rodney O. Skurdal, Warren Stone, and Jack Bolls serves us as offi¬ 
cial NOTICE AND DEMAND for the Negotiable Instruments Law of consideration by this formal 
courtesy extended to us by the Sovereign. 

For our willful, knowing, and voluntary participation of aiding and abetting others in their acts 
of criminal conversion and official misconduct in these ongoing events, I, NORWEST BANK-BUTTE, 
by and through agent Laura Arntson and other high-ranking officers of this artificial "person" agree 
the damages occurring to the Sovereign Rodney O. Skurdal, Warren Stone, and Jack Bolls is now in 
excess of the sum certain total amount four hundred sixty two million Dollars of Money in substance 
in original minted Coin of Treasury origin of the 50 United States of America, now due and now owing 
to the Sovereign Rodney O. Skurdal, Warren Stone, and Jack Bolls should I, NORWEST BANK - 
BUTTE, by and through agent Laura Arntson while under specific performance of public trust fail to 
answer this due PRESENTMENT PRIVATE security agreement non-negotiable "true bill" within ten 
(10) days of receipt or NOTICE of same, or by my/our right to remain silent ("nihil dicit") allow for 
the Sovereign Rodney O. Skurdal, Warren Stone, and Jack Bolls under 

accommodation/surety/guarantor signature by MCA 30-3-415 for the Sovereign Rodney O. Skurdal, 
Warren Stone, and Jack Bolls to obtain common law remedy at MCA 30-1-201(34) & (36) and 
enforceable at MCA 30-9-501 by any judicial process whatsoever and also including common law 
remedies by accord and satisfaction under the Negotiable Instruments Law, and exclude me, 
NORWEST BANK-BUTTE, from suit against the guarantor/surety Rodney O. Skurdal, Warren 
Stone, and Jack Bolls, by my creating estoppel at MCA 30-1-103 through my willful, knowing, and 
intentional failure to show cause and/or sign this PRIVATE remedial contractual specific performance 
security agreement "true bill" in any way whatsoever, especially upon this due PRESENTMENT 
"bona fide" in relation to my public honor, my public trust, my safe keeping, my accountability, my 
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liability, my signature, my official PRIVATE bond as duly filed and recorded at the office of the 
Secretary of State in Helena, Montana, and at the office of the clerk and recorder in and for Silver 
Bow County, SO HELP ME GOD under the good name and good character and full faith and credit 
of the Comptroller of the Currency in the United States. 

I, NORWEST BANK- BUTTE, as well as my high-ranking agent(s) respect the integrity, 
sincerity, and courtesy extended to me in this due PRESENTMENT by the Sovereign Rodney O. 
Skurdal, Warren Stone, and Jack Bolls, and according to the "tenor" of this PRIVATE agreement 
"true bill" I, NORWEST BANK-BUTTE will voluntarily agree to sign "bona fide" this PRIVATE 
security agreement and the attached non-standard non-negotiable PRIVATE FS-1 form as debtor in 
possession to prevent the prima facie real evidence of perjury and/or subordination of perjury 
pursuant to my official contract/bond/trust to the People of Montana in and for Silver Bow County, 
Gallatin County, and Musselshell County knowing full well the "full faith and credit" of the United 
States under the Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act at Rule 9(d), 44.1, Rule 
902(3)(A)(B), (8) & (9) with enforcement in Law at MCA 30-9-501 in this foreign country of Montana. 

ATTESTATION: 

PRIVATE SEAL OF NORWEST BANK-BUTTE by agent Laura Arntson: 


NORWEST BANK-BUTTE, bonded commercial law merchant by Laura Arntson 

teste this_day of June, in the year of our Almighty GOD, in Jesus name, A.D., 1993 

SURETY: 


United States Comptroller of the Currency, holder in due course, bonded of course 
ACKNOWLEDGMENT: 

PRIVATE SEAL OF Secured PRIVATE party: "without prejudice" and "without recourse" 
with explicit reservation of all unalienable Rights under GOD, waiving none ever in this "Republican 
Form of Government" in this Montana State in these 50 United States of America. 

teste meipso this 18th day of June, in the year of our Almighty YAHWEH, 

through our Redeemer, YAHSHUA the Messiah, A.D. Nineteen Hundred Ninety Three 


LeRoy M. Schweitzer, jus soli, jus sanguinis, jure coronae, sui juris 
in care of postal address: 4874 Itana Circle, Bozeman, Montana State 
in these 50 United States of America Republican Form of Government 

COMMON LAW WITNESSES: 


Then I signed the deed and sealed it, and the witnesses witnessed it, 
and I counted out the money in their hearing. 

Jeremiah 32 :10 The Holy Scriptures F.F. 
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State of the forum Common Law UCC § 1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C. - 4 Private Security Agreement Non-Negotiable “True Bill” 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig vs. Missouri 29 Us (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Jeffrey H. Olson, individually, and as former attorney for Thiel, Sorenson, Thiel, Campbell 
and Gunderson, jointly and severally attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "True Bill" 
U.C.C. -4 Private security agreement under the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, 
and therefore, by these due presentments for acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C. § 3-504 
& U.C.C. § 3-505, through principles of U.C.C. § 1-103 by undue influence, principal and agent, 
fraud, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, duress, law of contracts, estoppel, bankruptcy and 
other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum common law under U.C.C. § 
1-105 (N.I.L.) ( conflicts of law ) herein contained agree with the Sovereign Donald G. Nelson as 
follows: 

On the_day of_, 199 _ , I, Jeffrey H. Olson, did then and there 

put myself upon simple contract to Donald G. Nelson for specific purpose of assistance of 
counsel in matters concerning damages to Donald G. Nelson caused by Nelson Properties, a 
Minnesota partnership, Harold Nelson, Gunnar Nelson and Wayne Nelson who were represented 
by a law firm named Briggs and Morgan employing Brian D. Wenger of 2400 IDS Center, 
Minneapolis, Minnesota, causing this due presentment special private security agreement “True 
Bill” to be issued upon me for any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract as in our 
own admitted Uniform Commercial Code which we know and understand is federal common law 
under common usage, both for us and against us as the specific cause may be and in direct 
relation to the character of the private parties under the territorial application of the act through 
parties' power to choose applicable law under U.C.C. § 1-105 and under legal consequences as 
admitted in U.C.C. § 1-103 without recourse for the Sovereign Donald G. Nelson in his country 
of Minnesota in these united States of America. 

I, Jeffrey H. Olson, freely admit the fact I understand the concepts of U.C.C. § 1-103 
aforementioned under the tenor of this special private presentment security agreement “True 
Bill” with its ten ( 10 ) day time limit of courtesy presentment for me to reach a decision in 
satisfaction for the terms of specific perfonnance to a simple contract based upon the facts as 
contained in the private possession of the Sovereign Donald G. Nelson in his country of 
Minnesota. 

I, Jeffrey H. Olson, either knew or should have known my willful, knowing and intentional acts 
of contracting as assistance of counsel for the Sovereign Donald G. Nelson carried a specific 
performance responsibility upon my part of which I, Jeffrey H. Olson must now admit I did not 
prove worthy of my hire as evidenced by the facts wherein the Sovereign Donald G. Nelson has 
been damaged through my neglect and non-perfonnance of simple contract creating a liability for 
me as well as for my former law firm Thiel, Sorenson, Thiel, Campbell and Gunderson in our 
color of law state. 
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I, Jeffrey H. Olson, know full well our supreme Law of the Land created by our Mighty One 
Yahweh, was founded by men of great integrity and character, very similar to the freeman 
character Donald G. Nelson who has given to me private and public notice and knowledge which 
should have prevented my complicity with the infidels and delinquents upon my own 
understanding of right from wrong, whether or whether not coupled with my greed, envy, and 
spite. 

I, Jeffrey H. Olson, either knew or should have known the fact our corporation courts are 
corrupt to the core, very similar to our Bar Association agents acting as titles of nobility which 
are forbidden by our public oaths of office as recorded with the office of our appellate branch of 
our supreme court in our State of Minnesota, compact party state of Minnesota notwithstanding. 

I, Jeffrey H. Olson, either knew or should have known my willful and knowing criminal 
accomplices would have to answer in one form or another for our willful and knowing 
participation in theft of Private property via constructive fraud, with or without resort to a 
tribunal, but nevertheless subject to our own aliens rules a/k/a Unifonn Commercial Code 
through our devisees shysters chastised by Emmanuel as in Luke in “Holy Scriptures” . 

I, Jeffrey H. Olson, know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the 
prima facie real evidence I, Jeffrey H. Olson, being a puppet for the State Bar of Minnesota and 
their kind, having accepted blindly their sub-culture, am now in this unilateral agreement up to 
and including over my head with no where to go but for truth which cleanses all, in due time ex 
vi termini. 

I, Jeffrey H. Olson, either knew or should have known the corrupt judge Joanne M. Smith was 
acting in concert with the law firm Thiel, Sorenson, Thiel, Campbell and Gunderson, by and 
through their agent Brian D. Wenger under color of law utilizing concepts in our Unifonn 
Commercial Code which could entrap the unwary into our unilateral agreements which do not 
contain the elements of simple contract causing damages to the unsuspecting private parties who 
have not been programmed into our so-called public law schools of sub-culture in worship of 
Mammon. 

I, Jeffrey H. Olson, know and understand Private contracts supersede mere unilateral 
agreements, and the relief and remedy available for Donald G. Nelson is presented in our own 
customs manual, even though I, Jeffrey H. Olson and my associates have no clue as to how or 
why it works this way, even though my own acquiescence will subdue me in my present path of 
disrespect, greed, and self-agrandizements which no association Bar attorney nor licensed lawyer 
can explain nor correct our errors other than full confession and restitution for damages already 
caused to Donald G. Nelson in and for Ramsey county in our country of Minnesota in these 
several States in our Nation in America. 

I, Jeffrey H. Olson, know and understand my lawyer and attorney associates own U.C.C. cannot 
be defended by our club a/k/a State Bar of Minnesota when Lawfully applied against us by the 
learned and wise men such as Donald G. Nelson in and for Ramsey county, the peculiar treasure 
of necessity who have implemented by free choice their original and exclusive jurisdiction, 
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leaving our immoral commercial concepts wailing and knashing in our own confusion which is 
duly exposed in the short Book of Jude in “Holy Scriptures” . 

I, Jeffrey H. Olson, know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide private presentment from 
the Sovereign Donald G. Nelson under his sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free 
sovereign and independent State, a willful and knowing breach of contract subjects me, Jeffrey 

H. Olson, to Private and public punishments while under specific perfonnance through 
delegation of authority, whether or whether not I, Jeffrey H. Olson, have been misguided, 
misinformed, and mislead by my willful and knowing fraternal brethren criminal accomplices 
named herein. 

I, Jeffrey H. Olson, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail in our country of 
Minnesota, and under the alien's “system”, no matter how colorable, the Unifonn Commercial 
Code was adequate to punish even our most mentally corrupt and deficient delinquents, 
insurgents, infidels and criminal co-conspirators. 

I, Jeffrey H. Olson, individually, and as willful and knowing accomplice of my fraternal 
associates above named, jointly and severally, know and understand the tenn constructive fraud 
with or without scienter, and the tenn conversion, and the term consideration, and the tenn 
obligation of contract, therefore; based upon this special, express, and explicit knowledge, I, 
Jeffrey H. Olson, individually, and as accomplice with my associates above named, jointly and 
severally will become liable to the freeman character Donald G. Nelson on sight, on demand, 
should I, Jeffrey H. Olson, fail to comprehend the magnitude of my omissions and commissions 
under simple contract Law, especially under our supremacy Common Law, a/k/a as our organic 
Law in harmony with “Holy Scriptures”, the foundation of our Law, and specifically for reasons 
in contract Law I, Jeffrey H. Olson, would fail to answer this due private presentment security 
agreement “True Bill” in any manner whatsoever by this tender offer for any consideration 
sufficient to support a simple contract, especially under the provisions of U.C.C. § 1-103 which 
provide for misrepresentation, undue influence, duress, principal and agent, bankruptcy and 
estoppel, through the Common Law under U.C.C. § 1-103.6 as in Anderson's on the Uniform 
Commercial Code , and as explained more fully in the Bank Officer's Handbook of 
Commercial Banking Law , and in conjunction with the UCC at § 3-103(1) which I know and 
understand is quoted: “This Article does not apply to money, documents of title,- 
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I, Jeffrey H. Olson, do not fully understand the difference between the terms non-negotiable and 
negotiable, but after this private security agreement “True Bill” extended to me by the courtesy 
of making an answer within ten (10) days to the freeman character Donald G. Nelson, I, Jeffrey 

H. Olson, admit this is ample time for me to learn this most important facet in Law. 

I, Jeffrey H. Olson, freely admit the fact I failed to implement the instructions and demands of 
the Sovereign Donald G. Nelson in the following manner specifically enumerated to wit: 

Failed to file an “Action for Injunction”; 

Failed to file a suit for return of 25% of Nelson Properties Partnership; 

Failed to depose plaintiffs timely and before competent reporter; 
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Failed to enact counter-claim; 

Failed to counter pre-trial orders; 

Failed to enact a writ of error against Joanne M. Smith concerning lis pendens; 

Failed to quash order granting judgment for Plaintiffs in amount of $ 451,961.20; 

Failed to initiate fraud case against Plaintiffs who absconded with funds owned by my client; 
Failed to prosecute Nelson Properties partners excluding my client; 

Failed to provide client with timely discovery; 

Failed to provide client with any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract. 

For my willful and knowing participation in this conversion of Private property concerning the 
Sovereign Donald G. Nelson, I, Jeffrey H. Olson, now know I must answer this courtesy 
presentment within ten (10) days of this due service upon me, or through my continued ignorance 
in Law, coupled with the pressures of my willful and knowing criminal accomplices, I, Jeffrey 

H. Olson, will become liable for the sum certain amount of damages occurring to the Sovereign 
Donald G. Nelson in this Private matter for One Hundred Million ( 100,000,000.00 ) Dollars of 
Lawful Money of Account, especially under our own rules a/k/a Unifonn Commercial Code, 
which was adopted by my adviser accomplices themselves, purportedly learned in law. 

I, Jeffrey H. Olson, admit in this special private security agreement “True Bill”, the fact I do 
know and understand the tenn accommodation, and the term surety, the tenn guarantor, the term 
Maker, the term Payee, and the tenn Drawer as could be duly presented in a special private 
collections item, restricted endorsement Documentary Draft, drawn without recourse by the 
Sovereign free inhabitant Donald G. Nelson, without prejudice to the Sovereign in his Common 
Law state of the forum under the Unifonn Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and 
through a privately bonded Notary Public under protest as in Rule 9(d), 44.1, 902(3)(A)(B) 8 & 
9, enforceable under UCC § 9-501 “nihil dicit”. 

I, Jeffrey H. Olson, admit conversion is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through Common 
Law Affidavit in this Minnesota state in these several States in this union of States in America. 


Attestation: by Jeffrey H. Olson, individually, and as agent for Thiel, Sorenson,Thiel, Campbell and Gunderson, 

jointly and severally. 


Private Seal: 


Jeffrey H. Olson, bona fide, and subject nihil dicit 


Acknowledgment: by the free inhabitant Donald G. Nelson in Law 

teste meipso this_ day of_, in the year of our Almighty God, 

in Jesus name, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D. 


per curiam:_ 

Donald G. Nelson, private property owner, in Ramsey county, in our country of Minnesota, in these 
United States of America, expressly not “within” the admitted bankrupt United States. 


notary public Seal_ 

( name ) 

I,_, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately bonded 

notary public in our county, township, and country aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge the facts as duly presented before 

me by the free inhabitant Donald G. Nelson known to me who signed said presentments before me on this _ day of 

_, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, through our Redeemer Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety 

Five, A.D.. 
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Fees:_, Oath:_, Postage: 

Mileage:_, Affidavit:_, Misc.: _ 
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U.C.C./FS-4 Private security agreement “True Bill” ( conflict of laws ) 

{bargain of the parties in fact} 

Craig v. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Debbie L. Pallett, non-registered non-bonded clerk and ex officio recorder in Fergus 
county, individually, and as agent for the political will corporation state of Montana, jointly 
and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "True Bill" U.C.C./FS-4 Private 
security agreement under the principle of "ignorance of the law is no excuse", and therefore, 
by these due Presentments for acceptance without dishonor under MCA §§ 30-3-504 & 505, 
through principles of MCA § 30-1-103 of undue influence, duress, coercion, mistake, 
misrepresentation, fraud, principal and agent, law of contracts, estoppel, bankruptcy and other 
validating or invalidating causes and by our supremacy Common Law venue, original and 
exclusive jurisdiction (applicable Law under MCA § 30-1-105 N.I.L.) herein contained agree 
with the Sovereign as follows: 

I, Debbie L. Pallett, having cause to make answer to this courtesy presentment hereby 
acknowledge the fact our Common Law of England is our organic law and therefore as public 
officer I, Debbie L. Pallett am duty bound upon my pubic oath of office to support, obey, 
defend, uphold and guarantee our organic law in relation to the Sovereign Richard E. Wilson 
in our State, non-domestic to the United States and not subject to United States citizens nor 
the state of Montana administered by titles of nobility prohibited from our State. 

I, Debbie L. Pallett, in direct relation to the above concepts and principles, hereby admit my 
prior acts have caused limited liability upon the corporation state of Montana and its agency 
county of Fergus actively connected in the conduct of a trade or business within the United 
States, creating prima facie damages against the Sovereign by my willful, knowing and 
tyrannical acts, whether or not deemed a constructive fraud by my co-conspirator advisor 
Thomas P. Meissner. 

I, Debbie L. Pallett, freely admit the Fergus county-court is a Court of Justice for the 
Sovereign Richard E. Wilson, and I, Debbie L. Pallett have denied said Court of Justice to the 
Sovereign Richard E. Wilson, which I further admit my acts were repugnant to our 
Constitution of Montana and our supreme Law of the Land, evidenced prima facie by the 
record in this Court of Justice through witnesses and notary public certified, signed and sealed 
instruments, writs, documents and papers of the Sovereign. 

I, Debbie L. Pallett, admit of receiving a “verified True Bill” duly presented to me by the 
Sovereign Richard E. Wilson, and for whatever reasons I had or may have had or even 
induced upon me by false opinions through my association with titles of nobility, no answer 
whatever was made by me, Debbie L. Pallet in relation to my delinquency in public office, 
creating this limited liability upon the public policy corporation which may have deceived me 
in my public office, my own limited understanding of Common Law simple contract 
notwithstanding in purview of my public oath of office and our supreme Law of the Land in 
Fergus county. 
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I, Debbie L. Pallett, freely admit the Sovereign duly instructed me through lawful caveat of 
treble damages which could accrue against me in my public office for any mal-feasance, mis¬ 
feasance, nuis-feasance, non-feasance, or perjury upon my public oath of office whether or not 
I, Debbie L. Pallett did obey the supreme Law of the Land and duly bond my public oath of 
office with Dollars of Money as provided by Law in our organic Constitution of Montana, and 
further supported by our national constitution which still contains the principles of Magna 
Charta, of which I, Debbie L. Pallett must now admit I did not give a whit, nor did I care to 
diligently discover my obligations until this “True Bill” became public as the Right and Duty 
of the Sovereign to compel specific performance from the subject under the principle stated by 
the founding fathers in our Nation by binding them down with the chains of the Constitution. 
I, Debbie L. Pallet know the principle in “Holy Scriptures” compels the hireling to be 
faithful to his Master, even though I am a woman. 

I, Debbie L. Pallett, either knew or should have known, my associates Thomas R. Girvin and 
Thomas P. Meissner could cause me limited liability by their baseless opinions, but by my 
own neglect in evaluating said bogus opinions from my purported superiors my limited 
liability has come home to roost in a manner of speaking by the public record which I, Debbie 
L. Pallett and my mentors have created for all the public to see in relation to our Courts of 
Justice which must be always open to the Sovereign in our Common Law venue, with its 
original and exclusive jurisdiction in Fergus county organized for judicial purposes whether or 
not I, Debbie L. Pallet have been on “vacation”. 

I, Debbie L. Pallett, know and understand the principles of principal and agent, and therefore, 
in the interests of substantial justice, and in compliance with any consideration sufficient to 
support a simple contract in purview of my public oath of office to the Sovereign, and by our 
limited liability public policy insurance adjuster Mark O’Keefe, in our corporation state of 
Montana, I, Debbie L, Pallet must make timely answer to this due Presentment private 
security agreement in the law of the place under the tenor of this agreement, or in the 
alternative, by this courtesy presentment, and upon my continued failure to state a claim upon 
which relief could be granted, I, Debbie L. Pallett, am liable to the Sovereign Richard E. 
Wilson for the sum certain amount of One Million Seven Hundred Forty Two Thousand, Five 
Hundred ( 1,742,500.00 ) Dollars of Money in his State, in Fergus county in our United States 
of America so help me God, similar to my public oath of office which must be obeyed by me, 
Debbie L. Pallet under simple contract law in the country of Montana, a separate jurisdiction 
from within the United States. 

I, Debbie L. Pallett, either knew or should have known certain color of law Uniform 
Commercial Code concepts which the Sovereign has applied to me in my delinquent state, 
some of which are contained in this special Private agreement “True Bill” causing my demise 
in this state as continued in the copyrighted codes which my associates also do not fully 
comprehend nor obey. Said codes include but are not limited to the following: U.C.C. 
sections 1-207.7, 1-103.6, 1-105, 9-501, 3-501, 3-401, 3-504, 3-505, 3-601, Rule 902 
especially in respect of notary public in foreign jurisdictions and the like, all made an integral 
part of this Private security agreement under simple contract law, with remedy for the 
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Sovereign under U.C.C. § 1-201 (34) & ( 36 ), through pre-code law of necessity to prevent 
irreparable injury to innocent Private parties'. 

I, Debbie L. Pallett, know and understand, my public office as Supreme Court clerk in Fergus 
county organized for judicial purposes compels me to enter upon public record under public 
law this due presentment private security agreement, through legal notices of necessity for the 
Sovereign under the principles our Courts of Justice are always open and for every wrong 
there is a remedy in Law. So Be It. 

Further I, Debbie L. Pallet sayeth naught in this private security agreement “True Bill” under 
public law in our comitatus, Fergus county, in our country of Montana in our Nation in 
America, in these several States of this Union. 


Attestation:_ 

Debbie L. Pallett, non-bonded Fergus county-court clerk and ex officio 

recorder 


in our country of Montana, non-domestic to the United States 
Acknowledgment by the Sovereign: 


Richard E. Wilson, in re, in Fergus county, in our country of Montana 
c/o P.O. Box 426, Denton, Montana state, U.S. of A.. 

Duly Sealed by Notary Public in our country of Montana 
in Fergus county, in these United States of America 

United States of America ) 

Montana state { organic} ) ss, before our judicial officer 
Fergus county ) 

I, Anna I. Kramlich, duly commissioned and privately bonded notary public in the county and 
State aforesaid hereby attest and acknowledge the facts and due presentments signed by the 

Sovereign, Richard E. Wilson, before me on this_day of September, in the year of our 

Almighty God, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D., are true, correct and certain and duly 
entered upon public record in Fergus county as my Right and my Duty in our country of 
Montana under our organic law, our enabling act and simple contract. 

_, Notary Public Seal. 


My commission expires:_ 

Fees:_ 

Oath:_ 

Affidavit:_ Public record number 

Mileage:_ 
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Postage: 

Misc: 
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STATE OF THE FORUM COMMON LAW UCC/MCA §30-1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C./FS-4 PRIVATE SECURITY AGREEMENT NON-NEGOTIABLE "TRUE BILL" 

means bargain of the parties in fact 
CRAIG V. MISSOURI 29 US (IV PET.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, John Peake, individually, and as agent for General Mills, Inc., jointly and severally, attest to these 
facts in this non-negotiable U.C.C./FS-4 PRIVATE security agreement "true bill" under the principle of 
ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these due PRESENTMENTS for acceptance without 
dishonor under MCA §§ 30-3-504 & 505, through principles of MCA §30-1-103 by undue influence, 
principal and agent, fraud, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, duress, threat, law of contracts, bankruptcy, 
estoppel and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum common law under MCA § 
30-1-105 (N.I.L.) herein contained agree as follows: 

On or about the_day of_, 199_ I, John Peake, individually, and as agent 

employee for General Mills, Inc., did then and there attempt to convert Private property Rightfully owned 
and possessed by Richard E. Wilson, in the form of stored grain for value in excess of 

_Dollars of Money, into the hands of my willful and knowing accomplices, John R. 

Christensen, Basin State Bank, Mike Zacher, Greta M. Ross, Peter L. Rapkoch, Roy C. Rodeghiero, John 
Warner et ah, while having had prior notice and caveat issued to me by the freeman character Richard E. 
Wilson, who had advised me, John Peake, to be fully aware of unlawful proceedings in the district court in 
Fergus county in Lewistown, Montana state, U.S.A., which had deprived the freeman character Richard E. 
Wilson his secured, protected, and guaranteed right of trial by jurymen of peers at the course of the Common 
Law as in our original handwritten Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, 
A.D.. 


I, John Peake, either knew or should have known my willful and knowing accomplices above named, 
as well as myself would have to answer in one form or another for our willful and knowing participation in 
theft of Private property, with or without resort to a legislative created tribunal, but nevertheless subject to 
our own cultist rules a/k/a Unifonn Commercial Code through our corrupt, evil, and wicked shysters. 

I, John Peake, as agent for General Mills, Inc., know and understand the principal a man is worthy of 
his hire, and by the prima facie real evidence I, John Peake, being an agent for General Mills, Inc., taking pay 
for presumed specific performance, must obey simple contract law, or become liable upon said contract. 

Even my attorney advisers knew and understood this elementary principal, but in our programmed mental 
condition, We, my co-conspirators and accomplices named in this Private security agreement and I, John 
Peake, did willfully and knowingly acquire responsibility for our own actions or inactions, with appropriate 
punishments becoming evident from time to time as truth prevails for the freeman character in and for Fergus 
county/ comitatus in Montana in America. 

I, John Peake, as agent for General Mills, Inc., know and understand the fundamental concept, the 
freeman character Richard E. Wilson, is principal over me, John Peake, and over my accomplices, and 
should have been obeyed under his order to correct our ways, or in the alternative to at least read and 
understand our duty to our principal, Richard E. Wilson, in his foreign country of Montana in relation to our 
incestuous political will bankrupt corporation d/b/a public policy United States. 
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I, John Peake, know and understand Private contracts supersede my personal authority, but at the 
same time my agency authority limits me, John Peake, as employee of General Mills, Inc., from blindly 
accepting the misrepresentations and undue influence of my willful and knowing accomplices, without 
having applied due diligence on my own part, to correct my misguided application of duties to the sovereign, 
freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his State, but in this particular instance I, John Peake, chose to 
submit myself to the commercial harlot Babylon, with commensurate liabilities and obligations. 

I, John Peake, as employee of General Mills, Inc., know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide 
due PRESENTMENT, a breach of contract subjects me, John Peake, to Private and public punishments while 
under specific performance of public duties through delegation of authority, whether or whether not I, John 
Peake, have been misguided, misinformed, and mislead by my willful and knowing accomplices named 
herein. 


I, John Peake, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail, and under our corrupt 
system, no matter how colorable, the Unifonn Commercial Code was adequate to punish even the most 
mentally corrupt and deficient delinquents under parties power to choose applicable Law under MCA § 30-1- 
105 under the Negotiable Instruments Law, especially by remedy for the freeman character under UCC § 1- 


103.6. 


I, John Peake, individually, and as agent for General Mills, Inc., know and understand the tenn 
“constructive fraud” with or without scienter, and the tenn conversion , and the tenn consideration, and the 
tenn obligation of contract , therefore, based upon this special, express, and explicit knowledge, I, John 
Peake, individually, and as agent for General Mills, Inc., jointly and severally will become liable to the 
freemen character Richard E. Wilson in his State, on sight, on demand, should I, John Peake, fail to 
comprehend the magnitude of my omissions and commissions under simple contract Law, especially under 
the supremacy Common Law, a/k/a as our organic Law in hannony with Holy Scriptures, the foundation of 
our Law, and especially for reasons in simple contract Law I, John Peake, would fail to answer this due 
PRESENTMENT in any manner whatsoever by this tender offer for any consideration sufficient to support a 
simple contract as under UCC 1-201 (44) (d), especially under the provisions of MCA §30-1-103 which 
provides for bankruptcy, estoppel, and principal and agent through the Common Law under UCC 1-103.6 as 
in Anderson’s on the UCC , and as explained more fully in the Bank Officer’s Handbook of Commercial 
Banking Law , and in conjunction with the UCC at § 3-103(1) which I know and understand is quoted: “This 
Article does not apply to money, documents of title,——”. 

I, John Peake, as agent for General Mills, Inc., do not fully understand the difference between the 
terms non-negotiable and negotiable, but after this PRIVATE security agreement “true bill” extended to me 
by the courtesy of making an answer within ten (10) days to the freemen character Richard E. Wilson in his 
State, I, John Peake, admit this is ample time for me to leam this most important facet in Law. 

For my willful and knowing participation in this criminal conversion of Private property concerning 
the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his State, I, John Peake, now know I must answer this courtesy 
presentment within ten (10) days of this duly service upon me, or through my continued ignorance in Law, 
coupled with the pressures of my willful and knowing accomplices, I, John Peake, will become liable for the 
sum certain amount of damages occurring to the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in this Private matter 
for Two Million (2,000,000) Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, especially under our own rules a/k/a 
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Uniform Commercial Code, which was adopted by my adviser accomplices themselves, purportedly learned 
in Law. 


I, John Peake, admit in this PRIVATE security agreement “true bill”, the fact I do know and 
understand the tenn accommodation, and the tenn surety, and the term guarantor, and the tenn Maker, and 
the term Payee, and the tenn Drawer as could be duly presented in a special Private collections item, 
restricted endorsement Documentary Draft a/k/a distress warrant, drawn without recourse by the Sovereign, 
freemen character Richard E. Wilson in his State, without prejudice to the freemen in their Common Law 
state of the forum under the Unifonn Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and through a privately 
bonded Notary Public under protest as in Rule 9(e), 44.1, 902(3)(A)(B) 8 & 9, enforceable under UCC §9- 
501 nihil dicit in Law. 

I, John Peake, admit conversion is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through Common Law 
Affidavit by Common Law “Warrant of Attachment” in this Montana state in these several states in this 
Union of States in America. 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT: by John Peake, individually, and as agent for General Mills, Inc. 

JOINTLY AND SEVERALLY 

PRIVATE SEAL: _ 

John Peake, bona fide, and subject nihil dicit 

Attestation: by the freemen character Richard E. Wilson in Law 
TESTE MEIPSO THIS 22ND DAY OF JANUARY, IN THE YEAR OF OUR ALMIGHTY GOD, 

Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D. 

Jurat: _ 

Honorable Justice Richard E. Wilson, jus soli, jus sanguinis, jure corona, sui juris 
in and for Fergus county in this Montana state in our Nation in America 

Common Law Witness:_ 

Common Law Witness:_ 

Common Law Witness:_ 

TESTE THIS_DAY OF_, NINETEEN HUNDRED NINETY FOUR, A.D. 
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State of the forum Common Law UCC/MCA 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) 

FS-4 Private Security Agreement Non-Negotiable "True Bill" 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig vs. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Willy Peck, c/o P.O. Box 1450, Afton, Wyoming state, individually, and as agent for Tricon Timber, Inc., in Afton, 
Wyoming state, jointly and severally attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "True Bill" U.C.C./FS-4 Private security 
agreement under the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these due presentments for 
acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C./MCA 30-3-504 & 3-505, through principles of U.C.C./MCA 30-1-103 by 
undue influence, principal and agent, fraud, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, duress, estoppel, law of contracts, 
bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum common law under U.C.C./MCA 30- 
1-105 (N.I.L.) herein contained agree with the Sovereign Dale Jacobi as follows: 

On or about the 15th day of January, 1995, or at prior times, I, Willy Peck, through my principal Tricon Timber, Inc., in 
Afton, Wyoming state, United States of America, did willfully, knowingly, and intentionally sell a thirty thousand 
(30,000 ) gallon propane tank which had been sold to Dale Jacobi through Rainglow Services Incorporated of 2249 
Rodgers Street, Missoula, MT 59802 as proven by their own invoice number GEN673, dated 2/3/95, through leadman 
Cooney, evidenced by check number 1410, paid on 8/3/94 for the sum certain amount of 8,500.00 marked paid in full, in 
violation of simple contract law causing theft of private property which was not owned by Tricon Timber, Inc., nor Willy 
Peck, but was in fact rightfully owned by Dale Jacobi from the foreign country of Montana, United States of America. 

I, Willy Peck, either knew or should have known the fact Dale Jacobi had never received any contract from anyone of 
any character whatsoever which stipulated he must remove the above described propane tank from the premises within 
ninety ( 90 ) days or in the alternative forfeit his payment of Eight Thousand Five Hundred (8,500.00) and also the loss 
of his propane tank. 

I, Willy Peck, further admit of the fact the sale of private property owned by Dale Jacobi by Willy Peck acting as agent 
for Tricon Timber, Inc., was an unconscionable bargain and could not satisfy the concepts of simple contract law causing 
me, Willy Peck, to become liable for damages of Eight Thousand Five Hundred (8,500.00) dollars of money as well as 
other damages caused to Dale Jacobi in the country of Montana in his attempts to correct the breach of contract 
committed by me, Willy Peck, and my accomplices Tricon Timber, Inc., and their accomplice Rainglow Services of 2249 
Rodgers Street, Missoula, Montana state, United States of America. 

I, Willy Peck, know full well our company Tricon Timber, Inc., as well as myself, Willy Peck, must make restitution to 
the injured private party Dale Jacobi within ten ( 10 ) days of this courtesy special private presentment, or in the 
alternative become liable for damages suffered by Dale Jacobi in excess of One Hundred Fifty Thousand (150,000.00) 
dollars of money immediately upon failure of Tricon Timber, Inc., through agent Willy Peck to make restitution to the 
injured private party Dale Jacobi in the interests of substantial justice, with or without resort to a legislative created 
tribunal as in our own common usage scheme Unifonn Commercial Code under section 1-201 ( 34 ) and ( 36 ), through 
the Sovereign's choice of territorial application of the act and parties' power to choose applicable law. 

I, Willy Peck, freely admit the fact the Sovereign Dale Jacobi was damaged by our willful and knowing acts committed 
under color of law, color of Right, and color of authority by our common usage of the Unifonn Commercial Code known 
as the federal common law through use of our Montana Codes Annotated and the equivalent in the compact party state of 
Wyoming, the copyrighted scheme wickedly designed by our criminal accomplices lawyers, attorneys, solicitors, 
proctors, advocates and shysters combined together in immoral commerce through acts of licentiousness admonished by 
Emmanuel, and exposed in the short Book of Jude in "Holy Scriptures”. 

I, Willy Peck, either knew or should have known I do not have any legal nor lawful authority to compel specific 
performance from the Sovereign Dale Jacobi in his country of Montana under our color of law scheme designed for 
United States citizens and residents of the state of Montana under compact with the United States through the 
statute/merchant U.C.C. via implied consent unilateral agreements foisted upon the unwary and ignorant masses which 
our criminal accomplices have dubbed the “common herd” as presented to us by our mentors the international Bankers 
cartel despised by Emmanuel in “Holy Scriptures” through his use of the words quoted; “You are from your father, 
the Devil; and it is your desire to practise the lusts of your father. He was himself a murderer from the 
first; and stands not by the truth, because there is no truth in him. When he speaks falsehood, he 
speaks in his own way; for he is a liar, and the father of such. Because I speak the truth, however, 
you will not believe Me.” 
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I, Willy Peck, either knew or should have known our willful, knowing and intentional acts did violate the spirit and 
intent of our Constitution of Wyoming and the Constitution of Montana in relation to the Courts of Justice in Sanders 
county which the Sovereign Dale Jacobi has so diligently exposed for all the world who have eyes to see and ears to hear, 
causing proof of our own complicity with the infidels and delinquents which also includes me, Willy Peck, by our 
franchise to obey said restrictive covenant in “other jurisdiction” country of Montana. 

I, Willy Peck, know full well our supreme Law of the Land created by our Mighty One YWVH, was founded by men of 
great integrity and character, very similar to the freeman character Dale Jacobi who has given to me, Willy Peck, public 
notice and knowledge which should have prevented our complicity with the infidels and delinquents upon our own 
understanding of right from wrong, whether or whether not coupled with our greed, envy, spite, malice, hatred and 
compounded ignorance of the Law. 

I, Willy Peck, either knew or should have known our willful and knowing criminal accomplices above named would 
have to answer in one form or another for our willful and knowing participation in theft of Private property via 
constructive fraud, with or without resort to a tribunal, but nevertheless subject to our own aliens rules a/k/a Uniform 
Commercial Code through our devisees shysters chastised by Emmanuel as in Matthew and Luke in “Holy Scriptures” . 

I, Willy Peck, know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the prima facie real evidence I, 
Willy Peck, being a puppet for the State Bar Associations and their kind, having accepted blindly their sub-culture, am 
now in this unilateral agreement up to and including over our head with no where to go but for truth which cleanses all, 
in due time ex vi termini. 

I, Willy Peck, either knew or should have known our criminal accomplices have no comprehension to fulfill the mandate 
of Chapter 45 of Magna Charta which is in reality the Sovereign's expectation of due process under our supreme Law of 
the Land, and by our association and blind acceptance of perversion of our Courts of Justice, I, Willy Peck, and my 
principal Tricon Timber, Inc., have become liable upon this unilateral agreement for my silence. 

I, Willy Peck, know and understand Private contracts supersede mere unilateral agreements, and the relief and remedy 
available for the Sovereign Dale Jacobi is presented in our own customs manual, even though I, Willy Peck, and my 
criminal associates have no clue as to how or why it works this way, even though my own acquiescence will subdue me 
in my present path of disrespect, greed, and self-agrandizements which no association State Bar attorney nor licensed 
lawyer can explain nor correct our errors other than full confession and restitution for damages already caused to the 
Sovereign Dale Jacobi in and for Sanders county in the country of Montana in these several States in our Nation in 
America. 

I, Willy Peck, know and understand our lawyer and attorney associates own Uniform Commercial Code cannot be 
defended by their club a/k/a State Bar Associations when Lawfully applied against us by the learned and wise men, a/k/a 
freemen characters in and for Sanders county/comitatus, the peculiar treasure of necessity, who have implemented by free 
choice their common law venue original and exclusive jurisdiction, leaving our immoral commercial concepts wailing 
and knashing in our own confusion which is duly exposed in the short Book of Jude in “Holy Scriptures” . 

I, Willy Peck, know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide private presentment “True Bill” as a courtesy 
presentment by the Sovereign Dale Jacobi under his sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and 
independent State, a willful and knowing breach of contract subjects me, Willy Peck, to Private and public punishments 
while under specific performance through delegation of authority, whether or whether not I, Willy Peck, have been 
misguided, misinformed, and mislead by my willful and knowing criminal accomplices named herein. 

I, Willy Peck, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail in the country of Montana as well as our country 
of Wyoming, and under the alien's “system”, no matter how colorable, the Uniform Commercial Code was adequate to 
punish even our most mentally corrupt and deficient delinquents, insurgents, infidels, tyrants, perjurers and criminal co¬ 
conspirators. 

I, Willy Peck, individually, and as willful and knowing accomplice of my fraternal criminal associates above named, 
jointly and severally, know and understand the term constructive fraud with or without scienter, and the term conversion, 
and the term consideration, and the term obligation of contract, therefore; based upon this special, express, and explicit 
knowledge, I, Willy Peck, individually, and as accomplice with my criminal associates above named, jointly and 
severally will become liable to the free inhabitant Dale Jacobi on sight, on demand, should I, Willy Peck, fail to 
comprehend the magnitude of my omissions and commissions under simple contract Law, especially under our 
supremacy Common Law, a/k/a as our organic Law in harmony with “Holy Scriptures” , the foundation of our Law, and 
specifically for reasons in contract Law I, Willy Peck, would fail to answer this due private presentment security 


“True Bill” 


’PRIVATE SECURITY AGREEMENT' 


PAGE 2 OF 3 



agreement “True Bill” in any manner whatsoever by this tender offer for any consideration sufficient to support a simple 
contract, especially under the provisions of U.C.C./MCA 30-1-103 which provides for principle and agent, fraud, 
coercion, duress, misrepresentation, bankruptcy and estoppel, through the Common Law under UCC 1-103.6 as in 
Anderson's on the LCC , and as explained more folly in the Bank Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking Law , 
and in conjunction with the UCC at § 3-103(1) which 1 know and understand is quoted: “This Article does not 

apply to money, documents of title,-—”. 

f, Willy Peck, do not folly understand the difference between the tenns non-negotiable and negotiable, but after this 
special private security agreement “True Bill” extended to me by the courtesy of making an answer within ten (10) days 
to the free inhabitant Dale Jacobi in the country of Montana, I, Willy Peck, admit this is ample time for me to learn this 
most important facet in Law, whether or whether not personal judgment is acquired by silence. 

For my willful and knowing participation in this criminal conversion of Private property concerning the free inhabitant 
Dale Jacobi in Sanders county organized for judicial purposes in the country of Montana, f, Willy Peck, now know I 
must answer this courtesy private presentment “True Bill” within ten (10) days of this service upon me, or through my 
continued ignorance in Law, coupled with the pressures of my willful and knowing criminal accomplices, I, Willy Peck, 
will become liable for the sum certain amount of damages occurring to the free inhabitant Dale Jacobi in and for Sanders 
county, country of Montana, United States of America, in this Private matter for One Hundred Fifty Thousand 
(150,000.00) Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, especially under our own rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code, 
which was adopted by my adviser criminal accomplices themselves, purportedly learned in law. 

I, Willy Peck, admit in this private security agreement “True Bill”, the fact I do know and understand the tenn 
accommodation, and the term surety, the term guarantor, the term Maker, the tenn Payee, and the term Drawer as could 
be duly presented in a special private collections item, restricted endorsement Documentary Draft, drawn without 
recourse by the Sovereign, freeman character Dale Jacobi, without prejudice to the Sovereign in his Common Law state 
of the forum under the Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and through a privately bonded Notary Public 
under protest as in Rule 9(d), 44.1 ( detennination of foreign law), 902 (3) (A) (B) 8 & 9, enforceable under UCC 9-501 
“nihil dicit” at the choice of the suitor in common law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction. 

I, Willy Peck, admit conversion is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through Common Law Affidavit special 
proceeding in this Montana state in these several States in this Union of States in America. 

Attestation: bywm y Peck, individually, and, as foreign agent for the compact party state of Wyoming, 
d/b/a the public policy limited liability admitted bankrupt United States, jointly and severally. 

Private Seal:_ 

Willy Peck, bona fide, and subject “nihil dicit” 

Acknowledgment: _ 

Dale Jacobi, sui juris, in and for Sanders county, 

country of Montana in these several States in our Nation in America, 

expressly not “within” the United States 

teste meipso this_day of March, in the year of our Almighty YWVH, 

Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D. 

notary public Seal:_ 

Rodney O. Skurdal, sui juris, in personam 

I,_, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately 

bonded notary public in our country aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge the facts as duly presented before me by 

the free inhabitant Dale Jacobi who signed said presentments before me on this_day of March in the year of our 

Mighty One, YWVH, through our Redeemer Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Fees:_, Oath:_, Postage:_, 

Mileage:_, Affidavit:_, Misc.:_. 
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State of the forum Common Law UCC/MCA 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) 

FS-4 Private Security Agreement Non-Negotiable "True Bill" 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig vs. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Rainglow Services, Inc., 2249 Rodgers, Missoula, Montana state, individually, and through my agent Cooney in 
Missoula, Montana state, jointly and severally attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "True Bill" U.C.C./FS-4 
Private security agreement under the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these due pre¬ 
sentments for acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C./MCA 30-3-504 & 3-505, through principles of U.C.C./MCA 
30-1-103 by undue influence, principal and agent, fraud, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, duress, law of contracts, 
bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum common law under U.C.C./MCA 30- 
1-105 (N.I.L.) herein contained agree with the Sovereign Dale Jacobi as follows: 

On or about the 3rd day of August, 1995,1, Rainglow Services, Inc., through my agent(s), did willfully, knowingly, and 
intentionally accept a bill of exchange from the Sovereign Dale Jacobi as tender for a thirty thousand (30,000 ) gallon 
propane tank which had been sold to Dale Jacobi through Rainglow Services Incorporated of 2249 Rodgers Street, 
Missoula, MT 59802 as proven by our own invoice number GEN673, dated 2/3/95, through leadman Cooney, evidenced 
by check number 1410, paid on 8/3/94 for the sum certain amount of 8,500.00 marked paid in full, thereby creating the 
conditions of simple contract. Subsequent to these acts above described, Rainglow Services, Inc., for whatever reasons 
unknown to the Sovereign Dale Jacobi, now or any time prior to this special private agreement, and without any 
forewarning of any kind to the Sovereign Dale Jacobi, failed to establish the fact the said propane tank of thirty thousand 
( 30,000 ) gallons would be sold to other parties upon the expiration of ninety ( 90 ) days before the Sovereign Dale 
Jacobi could remove said propane tank from its location causing loss of the propane tank as well as loss of the Eight 
Thousand Five Hundred ( 8,500.00 ) dollars of money to the Sovereign Dale Jacobi. 

I, Rainglow Services, Inc., either knew or should have known the fact Dale Jacobi had never received any contract from 
anyone of any character whatsoever which stipulated he must remove the above described propane tank from the 
premises within ninety ( 90 ) days or in the alternative forfeit his payment of Eight Thousand Five Hundred (8,500.00) 
and also the loss of his propane tank. 

I, Rainglow Services, Inc., further admit of the fact the sale of private property owned by Dale Jacobi by Rainglow 
Services, Inc. was an unconscionable bargain and could not satisfy the concepts of simple contract law causing 
Rainglow Services, Inc. to become liable for damages of Eight Thousand Five Hundred (8,500.00) dollars of money as 
well as other damages caused to Dale Jacobi in his attempts to correct the breach of contract committed by Rainglow 
Services, Inc. and their willful and knowing accomplice Tricon Timber, Inc., of Afton, Wyoming state, United States of 
America. 

I, Rainglow Services, Inc., know foil well our corporation company must make restitution to the injured private party 
Dale Jacobi within ten ( 10 ) days of this courtesy special private presentment “True Bill”, or in the alternative become 
liable for damages suffered by Dale Jacobi in excess of One Hundred Fifty Thousand (150,000.00) dollars of money 
immediately upon failure of Rainglow Services, Inc. through our agent to make restitution to the injured private party 
Dale Jacobi in the interests of substantial justice, with or without resort to a legislative created tribunal as in our own 
common usage scheme Unifonn Commercial Code under section 1-201 ( 34 ) and ( 36 ), through the Sovereign's choice 
of territorial application of the act and parties' power to choose applicable law under U.C.C. § 1-105, for concepts 
containing legal consequences under U.C.C. § 1-103 without prejudice to the Sovereign Dale Jacobi at U.C.C. § 1-207. 

I, Rainglow Services, Inc., freely admit the fact the Sovereign Dale Jacobi was damaged by our willful and knowing acts 
committed under color of law, color of Right, and color of authority by our common usage of the Uniform Commercial 
Code known as the federal common law through use of our Montana Codes Annotated and the equivalent cryptic codes 
in the compact party state of Wyoming, the copyrighted scheme wickedly designed by our criminal accomplices lawyers, 
attorneys, solicitors, proctors, advocates and shysters combined together in immoral commerce through acts of 
licentiousness admonished by Emmanuel, and exposed in the short Book of Jude in “Holy Scriptures”. 

I, Rainglow Services, Inc., either knew or should have known I do not have any legal nor lawful authority to compel 
specific performance from the Sovereign Dale Jacobi in his country of Montana under our color of law scheme designed 
for United States citizens and residents of the state of Montana under compact with the United States through the 
statute/merchant U.C.C. via implied consent unilateral agreements foisted upon the unwary and ignorant masses which 
our criminal accomplices have dubbed the “common herd” as presented to us by our mentors the international Bankers 
cartel despised by Emmanuel in “Holy Scriptures” through his use of the words quoted; “You are from your father, 
the Devil; and it is your desire to practise the lusts of your father. He was himself a murderer from the 
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first; and stands not by the truth, because there is no truth in him. When he speaks falsehood, he 
speaks in his own way; for he is a liar, and the father of such. Because I speak the truth, however, 
you will not believe Me.” 

I, Rainglow Services, Inc., either knew or should have known our willful, knowing and intentional acts did violate the 
spirit and intent of our Constitution of Montana in relation to our Courts of Justice in Sanders county which the 
Sovereign Dale Jacobi has so diligently exposed for all the world who have eyes to see and ears to hear, causing proof of 
our own complicity with the infidels and delinquents which also includes Rainglow Services, Inc. by our franchise to 
obey said restrictive covenant in “other jurisdiction” country of Montana. 

I, Rainglow Services, Inc., know full well our supreme Law of the Land created by our Mighty One YWVH, was 
founded by men of great integrity and character, very similar to the freeman character Dale Jacobi who has given to 
Rainglow Services, Inc., public notice and knowledge which should have prevented our complicity with the infidels and 
delinquents upon our own understanding of right from wrong, whether or whether not coupled with our greed, envy, 
spite, malice, hatred and compounded ignorance of the Law. 

I, Rainglow Services, Inc., either knew or should have known our willful and knowing criminal accomplices above 
named would have to answer in one fonn or another for our willful and knowing participation in theft of Private property 
via constructive fraud, with or without resort to a tribunal, but nevertheless subject to our own aliens rules a/k/a Unifonn 
Commercial Code through our devisees shysters chastised by Emmanuel as in Matthew and Luke in “Holy Scriptures” . 

I, Rainglow Services, Inc., know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the prima facie real 
evidence I, Rainglow Services, Inc., being a puppet for the State Bar Associations and their kind, having accepted 
blindly their sub-culture, am now in this unilateral agreement up to and including over our head with no where to go but 
for truth which cleanses all, in due time ex vi termini. 

I, Rainglow Services, Inc., either knew or should have known our criminal accomplices have no comprehension to fulfill 
the mandate of Chapter 45 of Magna Charta which is in reality the Sovereign's expectation of due process under our 
supreme Law of the Land, and by our association and blind acceptance of perversion of our Courts of Justice, I, 
Rainglow Services, Inc. have become liable upon this unilateral agreement for my silence. 

I, Rainglow Services, Inc., know and understand Private contracts supersede mere unilateral agreements, and the relief 
and remedy available for the Sovereign Dale Jacobi is presented in our own customs manual, even though I, Rainglow 
Services, Inc. and my criminal associates have no clue as to how or why it works this way, even though my own 
acquiescence will subdue me in my present path of disrespect, greed, and self-agrandizements which no association Bar 
attorney nor licensed lawyer can explain nor correct our errors other than foil confession and restitution for damages 
already caused to the Sovereign Dale Jacobi in and for Sanders county in our country of Montana in these several States 
in our Nation in America. 

I, Rainglow Services, Inc., know and understand our lawyer and attorney associates own Uniform Commercial Code 
cannot be defended by their club a/k/a State Bar Associations when Lawfully applied against us by the learned and wise 
men, a/k/a freemen characters in and for Sanders county/comitatus, the peculiar treasure of necessity, who have 
implemented by free choice their common law venue original and exclusive jurisdiction, leaving our immoral commercial 
concepts wailing and knashing in our own confusion which is duly exposed in the short Book of Jude in “Holy 
Scriptures” . 

I, Rainglow Services, Inc., know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide private presentment “True Bill” as a 
courtesy presentment by the Sovereign Dale Jacobi under his sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free 
sovereign and independent State, a willful and knowing breach of contract subjects me, Rainglow Services, Inc., to 
Private and public punishments while under specific performance through delegation of authority, whether or whether 
not I, Rainglow Services, Inc., have been misguided, misinformed, and mislead by my willful and knowing criminal 
accomplices named herein. 

I, Rainglow Services, Inc., either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail in our country of Montana, and 
under the alien's “system”, no matter how colorable, the Unifonn Commercial Code was adequate to punish even our 
most mentally corrupt and deficient delinquents, insurgents, infidels, tyrants, perjurers and criminal co-conspirators. 

I, Rainglow Services, Inc., individually, and as willful and knowing accomplice of my fraternal criminal associates 
above named, jointly and severally, know and understand the tenn constructive fraud with or without scienter, and the 
tenn conversion, and the term consideration, and the term obligation of contract, therefore; based upon this special, 
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express, and explicit knowledge, I, Rainglow Services, Inc., individually, and as accomplice with my criminal associates 
above named, jointly and severally will become liable to the free inhabitant Dale Jacobi on sight, on demand, should I, 
Rainglow Services, Inc., fail to comprehend the magnitude of my omissions and commissions under simple contract 
Law, especially under our supremacy Common Law, a/k/a as our organic Law in harmony with “Holy Scriptures” , the 
foundation of our Law, and specifically for reasons in contract Law I, Rainglow Services, Inc., would fail to answer this 
due private presentment security agreement “True Bill” in any manner whatsoever by this tender offer for any 
consideration sufficient to support a simple contract, especially under the provisions of U.C.C./MCA 30-1-103 which 
provides for principle and agent, fraud, coercion, duress, misrepresentation, bankruptcy and estoppel, through the 
Common Law under UCC 1-103.6 as in Anderson's oil the l ( C and as explained more fully in the Bank Officer's 
Handbook of Commercial Banking Law , and in conjunction with the UCC at § 3-103(1) which I know and understand 
is quoted: “This Article does not apply to money, documents of title,—”. 

I, Rainglow Services, Inc., do not fully understand the difference between the terms non-negotiable and negotiable, but 
after this special private security agreement “True Bill” extended to me by the courtesy of making an answer within ten 
(10) days to the free inhabitant Dale Jacobi, I, Rainglow Services, Inc., admit this is ample time for me to learn this most 
important facet in Law, whether or whether not personal judgment is acquired by silence. 

For my willful and knowing participation in this criminal conversion of Private property concerning the free inhabitant 
Dale Jacobi in Sanders county organized for judicial purposes, I, Rainglow Services, Inc., now know I must answer this 
courtesy private presentment “True Bill” within ten (10) days of this service upon me, or through my continued 
ignorance in Law, coupled with the pressures of my willful and knowing criminal accomplices, I, Rainglow Services, 
Inc., will become liable for the sum certain amount of damages occurring to the free inhabitant Dale Jacobi in and for 
Sanders county, country of Montana, U.S. of A., in this Private matter for One Hundred Fifty Thousand (150,000.00) 
Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, especially under our own rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code, which was 
adopted by my adviser criminal accomplices themselves, purportedly learned in law. 

I, Rainglow Services, Inc., admit in this private security agreement “True Bill”, the fact I do know and understand the 
term accommodation, and the term surety, the term guarantor, the tenn Maker, the tenn Payee, and the tenn Drawer as 
could be duly presented in a special private collections item, restricted endorsement Documentary Draft, drawn without 
recourse by the Sovereign, freeman character Dale Jacobi, without prejudice to the Sovereign in his Common Law state 
of the forum under the Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and through a privately bonded Notary Public 
under protest as in Rule 9(d), 44.1 ( determination of foreign law), 902 (3) (A) (B) 8 & 9, enforceable under UCC 9-501 
“nihil dicit” at the choice of the suitor in common law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction. 

I, Rainglow Services, Inc., admit conversion is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through Common Law Affidavit 
special proceeding in this Montana state in these several States in this Union of States in America. 

Attestation: by Rainglow Services, Inc., individually, and, as foreign agent for the compact party state of 

Montana, d/b/a the public policy limited liability admitted bankrupt United States, jointly and severally. 

Private Seal:_ 

Rainglow Services, Inc., bona fide, and subject “nihil dicit” 

Acknowledgment: _ 

Dale Jacobi, sui juris, in and for Sanders county, 

country of Montana in these several States in our Nation in America, 

expressly not “within” the United States 

teste meipso this_day of February, in the year of our Almighty YWVH, 

Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D. 

notary public Seal:_ 

Rodney O. Skurdal, sui juris, in personam 

I,_, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately 

bonded notary public in our country aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge the facts as duly presented before me by 

the free inhabitant Dale Jacobi who signed said presentments before me on this_day of February in the year of our 

Mighty One, YWVH, through our Redeemer Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Fees:_, Oath:_, Postage:_, 

Mileage:_, Affidavit:_, Misc.:_. 
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U.C.C./FS-4 Private security agreement “TRUE BILL” 
{bargain of the parties in fact} 

CRAIG V. MISSOURI 29 US (IV PET.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 


I, Peter L. Rapkoch, judge in Fergus county, individually, and as agent for the political will corporation State 
of Montana, jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "true bill" U.C.C./FS-4 
PRIVATE security agreement under the principle of "ignorance of the law is no excuse", and therefore, by 
these due PRESENTMENTS for acceptance without dishonor under MCA §§ 30-3-504 & 505, through 
principles of MCA § 30-1-103 of undue influence, duress, coercion, mistake, misrepresentation, fraud, 
principal and agent, law of contracts, estoppel, bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and by 
our supremacy Common Law (applicable Law under MCA § 30-1-105 N.I.L.) herein contained agree as 
follows: 


On or about the_ day of_, 19_, and at prior times I, Peter L. Rapkoch, did 

willfully, knowingly, and voluntarily by my own acts by commissions and acts of omissions in direct 
relation to the sovereign American freeman character Richard E. Wilson, cause a breach of trust pursuant to 
my official specific performance public bond under public trust by my agency public oath of office in 
purview of our original handwritten Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, 
A.D., and did then and there cause a Common Law crime of forcible entry upon the close, unlawful 
detainer, libel and slander against the good name, the good character, the good standing, the good credit, the 
good reputation and the Right of Private contract of the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, in his state, 
meaning his sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State by his 
Lawful Authority under our original handwritten Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred 
Eighty Nine, A.D.. 

It is not yet fully clear to me, Peter L. Rapkoch, as agent for the United States, the extent of Lawful 
judicial Power and judicial Authority possessed by the Kings' Bench and the Justices' Courts in their 
comitatus, but by this DUE PRIVATE PRESENTMENT in Law and by the conflicts of Law under the 
Negotiable Instruments Law it is becoming more and more clear to me, Peter L. Rapkoch, admitted non- 
registered foreign agent acting in concert with INTERPOL, at all times, especially under UCC § 1-103.6 as 
in Anderson's on the Uniform Commercial Code, by the meaning of the term " fraud ", since some of my 
cohorts in our criminal activity have suggested to me we are in trouble and the People of the Posterity in 
Montana do know and understand their judicial Power and judicial Authority under their original and 
exclusive venue and jurisdiction, with official national protections for them at their supremacy Common 
Law and by reason of our failures under our own colorable rules and codes as in 18 U.S.C. § 2386, which I 
fully know and understand is a felony with five years prison term as the just punishment, and We further 
admit of the Lawful existence of their posse comitatus by our own colorable rules and codes at 18 U.S.C., § 
1385. 


I, Peter L. Rapkoch, individually, and as a known non-registered foreign agent for our title of 
nobility bankrupt municipal coiporation United States, jointly and severally, hereby admit Article 1, Section 
10, Clause 1 of our national constitution, prohibits me, Peter L. Rapkoch, and my willful and knowing 
accomplices under our title of nobility foederal (federal) agency a/k/a federal lending institutions who are in 
direct violation of the national constitution, while doing business in the several states, meaning the fifty 
States on and equal footing with the thirteen original Colonies, through the enabling act as contained within 
the Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D., from foreclosure actions in 
any State Court against the sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent 
State, freeman character Richard E. Wilson, for reasons in Law any such action caused by us (titles of 
nobility) is repugnant to the Constitution of Montana. 
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I, Peter L. Rapkoch, admit as an elected judge, 1 either knew or should have known the fact in Law, 
when 1, Peter L. Rapkoch, sign a recusal order concerning myself, in any cause of action, all the signed nisi 
prius orders, decrees, rulings, and memos which were enacted by me, Peter L. Rapkoch, are stricken from 
the Court of Record in their entirety, since such signed orders by me, Peter L. Rapkoch, by the presumption 
of bias and prejudice which 1 have necessarily admitted by my recusal, were also biased, prejudiced, and 
made of no Lawful effect whatsoever by my own admittance. 

1, Peter L. Rapkoch, either knew or should have known my Lawful authority for committing these 
willful, knowing, and intentional acts against the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, whether by my own 
commissions or my own omissions in purview of my Lawful scope of authority under my delegation of 
authority is limited and restricted by our own political will bankrupt corporation statute-merchant codes and 
other Law, and in purview of the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, do not now, nor did I, Peter L. 
Rapkoch, have in the past, any legal nor Lawful authority to restrain the natural Law unalienable Right of 
Liberty by Right of Inheritance from Almighty God, which is possessed by the freeman character Richard E. 
Wilson, through my delegation of authority public oath of office which supports, protects, defends, and 
guarantees to the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his supremacy Common Law in his comitatus 
these fundamental, vested, absolute Rights under our national and our state constitutions “without” the 
United States in America. 

I, Peter L. Rapkoch, also knew and admit trial by jurymen of peers for the freeman character is 
beyond my scope of authority and limits of discretion, to enforce a summary judgment as against the 
freeman character Richard E. Wilson, thereby denying, delaying, and selling justice to the freeman character 
Richard E. Wilson, which is repugnant to our Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred 
Eighty Nine, A.D., specifically under Article 111, section 23, which 1 admit as quoted: “The right of trial by 
jury shall be secured to all, and remain inviolate-”. 

I, Peter L. Rapkoch, know and understand the concept of “titles of nobility”, and the associated 
prohibitions which are contained in the intent of my delegated authority official public oath of office with 
enforcement's against me via pains and penalties of perjury should I, Peter L. Rapkoch, become so engrossed 
in aiding and abetting the titles of nobility a/k/a non-registered non-bonded attomey(s) in their willful and 
knowing acts of common barratry and lust for filthy lucre which could blind me in my ongoing parasitic 
lifestyle which was condemned by Jesus himself, for the main reasons We, meaning I, Peter L. Rapkoch, and 
my willful and knowing accomplices, the shysters, John R. Christensen an example, feed upon widows and 
orphans while attempting to conceal the fact the inside of our cup is black as the robe of our Master, our 
fellow judges, our attorneys, our lawyers, our Bar Associations and our title of nobility political will 
bankrupt corporation officers. 

I, Peter L. Rapkoch, by reason of this due PRESENTMENT public and Private notice, know and 
understand 1 must immediately cease and desist in this Common Law forcible entry upon the close by 
unlawful detainer against Richard E. Wilson, and the libel and slander which was caused against Richard E. 
Wilson by me, Peter L. Rapkoch, willfully acting in concert with my willful and knowing accomplices, 
partially listed by names herein but not limited to: Roy C. Rodeghiero, John L. Warner, John R. Christensen, 
Wayne C. Edwards, Mike Zacker, Greta M. Ross, David Stuvor, Ann Brodsky, John Peake, Joseph R. Biden, 
Jr., Frances Stephens, Eugene Couch, Max Baucus, Mike McCord, Donald W. Hutchinson, Tom Killam, 
Robert M. Holter, and Paul G. Hatfield. 

As a direct consequence of my willful, knowing and voluntary participation in the facts as presented 
by me, Peter L. Rapkoch, in this Private security agreement “TRUE BILL”, I, Peter L. Rapkoch, 
individually, and as agent for title of nobility “within” the United States, jointly and severally, agree the 
damages which I, Peter L. Rapkoch, have caused against the sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a 
free sovereign and independent State, Richard E. Wilson, his heirs, his assigns, and his Posterity, are for the 
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sum certain amount of One Hundred Million (100,000,000) Dollars of Money as Lawfully defined by the 
united States of America through acts of congress in compliance with our state constitution in the year of 
Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine A.D., and our national constitution in the year of Seventeen Hundred Eighty 
Seven, A.D.. 

For good cause shown upon this Court of Record, it appearing to me, Peter L. Rapkoch, non- 
registered foreign agent under INTERPOL, by these known facts in this PRIVATE security agreement 
“TRUE BILL”, 1, Peter L. Rapkoch, individually, and as non-registered foreign agent for title of nobility 
political will corporation state of Montana d/b/a “within” the United States, jointly and severally, have by 
this courtesy ten (10) days to answer this due PRESENTMENT Private security agreement “True Bill” 
served upon me by the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, for my willful and knowing acts of trespass of 
PRIVATE Liberty enjoyed by the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, which by my willful, knowing, and 
intentional acts aided and abetted by my willing and knowing accomplices named herein, has been 
unlawfully taken from the sovereign freeman character Richard E. Wilson, and I must sign bona fide this 
due PRESENTMENT non-negotiable PRIVATE security agreement "True Bill" and the attached U.C.C./FS- 
1 non-standard, non-negotiable form, or in the alternative, by my right to default " nihil dicit ", allow the 
accommodation/surety/guarantor signature under MCA § 30-3-415 by enforcement's at MCA § 30-9-501 for 
any judicial process whatsoever in Law under MCA § 30-1-105 through protections for the freeman 
character Richard E. Wilson at MCA § 30-1-207 for reasons under contract law to specific performance by 
principal and agent at MCA § 30-1-103 conflict of Laws hereinabove enumerated. 

1, Peter L. Rapkoch, know and understand the supremacy Common Law ninety-nine (99) year limit 
for Common Law liens duly filed and duly recorded by the office of clerk of our one Supreme Court a/k/a 
the office of the clerk and recorder in and for Fergus county/comitatus as entered by suit of the sovereign 
(Court) with or without resort to a legislative created tribunal, especially upon this prior courtesy of ten (10) 
day final notice, and enforceable under the full faith and credit of the united States of America under the 
Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act at Rule 9(e), 44.1, Rule 902(3)(A)(B), (8) & (9), and MCA 
§ 25-9-502, and MCA § 30-9-501 et al., in this state of the forum supremacy Common Law under the 
conflicts of law provisions of the Uniform Commercial Code as adopted into our political will bankrupt 
coiporate non-registered non-bonded compact party state of Montana d/b/a “within” the United States and 
executable in the foreign country of Montana “Republican Form of Government” People of the Posterity in 
and for their respective comitatus in their Nation in America. 

PRIVATE SEAL ACKNOWLEDGMENT: “judici satis poena est, quod Deum habet ultorem” 


Peter L. Rapkoch, individually, and jointly and severally acting as title of nobility “nihil dicit” 

teste this_day of_, in the year of our Almighty God, 

through our Redeemer, Jesus the Messiah, A.D. Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four. 

PRIVATE SEAL OF SUIT OF THE SOVEREIGN: "without prejudice" and "without recourse" 

with special, express, and explicit reservation of all natural Law unalienable Rights of Inheritance 

from Almighty GOD, waiving none ever in and for Fergus comitatus in Montana in America. 

ATTESTATION: _ 

Richard E. Wilson, jus soli, jus sanguinis, jure coronae, sui juris character in Law 
teste meipso this 25th day of January, in the year of our Almighty God, 
through our Redeemer, Jesus the Messiah, A.D. Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four 


Jurat in Law: 


Jurat in Law: 

Honorable Justice 

, in Law 

Jurat in Law: 

Honorable Justice 

, in Law 


Honorable Justice 

, in Law 
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Garfield county-court 

common law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction 
wherein a State shall be Party 

Prosecuted by Common Law venue affidavit via U.C.C. § 1-105, U.C.C. § 1-103.6 and U.C.C. § 1-207 
IN RE: 

Private security agreement unilateral agreement, Notice to Appear within ten (10 ) day courtesy time limit 

United States of America ) 

Montana state de jure ) ss. Praecipe to Jordan Insurance Service, principal 

Garfield county de jure ) Agent Rickey D. Mart 

Justus Township ) 

Greetings: In the name and by the authority of the People, in relation to their class, freemen characters' in 
Justus Township, you, Jordan Insurance Service, by and through your agent Rickey D. Mart are hereby 
commanded by this freeman's writ, through this private due presentment giving you courtesy Notice, and 
ample time to answer, with or without prejudice to your liability as agent for Jordan Insurance Service, 
Jordan, Montana, before this Private due presentment becomes a “True Bill” by our right and our remedy in 
your federal common law a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code under Private International Law, utilizing the 
concepts of the place wherein the agreement is formed, and in the state of the forum in relation to the parties' 
power to choose applicable law as in the law merchant under the Negotiable Instruments Law, our pre-code 
remedy through the principals of law of contract, where fraud, coercion, duress, threat, misrepresentation, 
undue influence, and the like are in the forefront, with remedy for the Aggrieved Party as in estoppel, 
bankruptcy, principal and agent, and other validating and invalidating causes before or after the breach of 
simple contract as in U.C.C. § 1-107, taking into non-negotiable consideration of simple contract bona fide 
pledge ( Jordan Insurance Service ) of simple contract law through liberally administered remedies as in 
U.C.C. § 1-106, especially by use of U.C.C. § 1-108 for the freemen characters' of separate and peculiar 
class who utilize U.C.C. § 1-109 through section captions where they apply to the class. 

Wherefore: I, Jordan Insurance Service, individually as an alien, and jointly and severally through my 
agent Rickey D. Mart, having this courtesy Notice by due presentment bona fide tender offer for specific 
performance pursuant to the parties' power to choose applicable law in their territorial realm, know and 
understand our simple contract is in jeopardy, and based upon my answer or non-answer of this courtesy due 
presentment Private security agreement non-negotiable “True Bill”, a ninety-nine year lien ( possessory ) 
could ensue by my non-compliance, through bonded warrant of attachment clothed in our forms, both 
standard and non-standard for any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract as in U.C.C. § 1-201 
( 44 ) ( d ), and enforceable for the parties' under U.C.C. § 9-501 through accommodation/surety/guarantor 
signature of necessity and with prejudice based in whole or in part by my non-answer or my answer to this 
courtesy bona fide due Private presentment “True Bill” in the country of Montana in the Unites States of 
America. 

I, Jordan Insurance Service, know and understand the concept, hearsay evidence is non-admissible into 
court to present our cause of action or cause of non-action whatever the cause may be, and in this cause of 
action breach of contract is the menu, based upon our hearsay evidence which I, Jordan Insurance Service, 
through my agent Rickey D. Mart admit is the basis presented for our breach of contract in relation to the 
Aggrieved Party and supported by my letter of agent, Rickey D. Mart, mailed on the 6th day of May, 1994, 
carrying our letterhead of Jordan Insurance Service, Jordan, Montana, and signed by the hand and seal of 
Rickey D. Mart as agent. 


'Private security agreement "True Bill 


Page 1 of 3 



In relation to the above described letter, I, Rickey D. Mart, hereby admit our company has elected to cancel 
coverage for the Aggrieved Party, and my reasons include the statement quoted; “and the reason that they 
are giving for this cancellation is substantial change in risk assumed.” And to compliment this purported 
reason, I, Rickey D. Mart, further stated quote; “I hate to see this happen but my hands are tied.” I, Rickey 
D. Mart gave no reason why my hands are tied, who tied my hands, and what reason my hands are tied and 
why they tied my hands. In any event, I, Rickey D. Mart, feel comfortable in this Private security 
agreement, my hands will be further tied if this cause of action is ever tried before a trial by jurymen of 
peers such as the freemen characters' whose hands are not tied by my tied hands, for reasons in simple 
contract law, the agent is responsible to the principal, and the principal is responsible for the willful, 
knowing, and purposeful acts of the agent. I, Rickey D. Mart, know and understand, any consideration 
sufficient to support a simple contract carries limited liability upon the parties' for reasons We, meaning 
Jordan Insurance Service and 1, Rickey D. Mart, did not have, nor do we now have any substantial reason for 
cancellation of simple contract based upon unsupported risk assumed by anyone of any character 
whatsoever. 

1, Rickey D. Mart, know and understand my position of employment with Jordan Insurance Service in 
Jordan, Montana, is limited upon my telling the true reasons why the Aggrieved Party was canceled by our 
company, for simple reasons our lie, if exposed into a public trial before jurymen of peers, would become 
prima facie fraud, for the facts are in reality the freemen characters' have been libeled, slandered, forcibly 
detained, and unlawfully detained by the criminal cover-up of our Garfield county attorney who has failed to 
prosecute in State vs. Jackie Kerrick, and was duly exposed by the freemen characters' in Garfield county, 
with further exposure of the delinquent Nickolas C. Mumion who has brought certain charges against the 
freemen character which have no standing in relation to the freemen characters' in Garfield county, but our 
company, keeping immoral company with the delinquent, and criminal co-conspirator Nickolas C. Mumion, 
are now covering our public policy image by our own complicity in the ongoing criminal libel, criminal 
slander, criminal forcible detainer, criminal unlawful detainer upon the freemen characters' which include 
the Aggrieved Party who We have canceled upon our unsupported reasons, and further unsupported by any 
other facts than my hands are tied. 

1, Rickey D. Mart, know and understand public policy carries limited liability, and upon my willful failure to 
file an answer to this courtesy due Private presentment “True Bill” to the Aggrieved Party, our public policy 
limited liability coiporation will become liable for damages to the Aggrieved Party for the sum certain 
amount on sight and on demand by our summary judgment through our nihil dicit in the amount of Fifty ( 
50,000,000.00 ) Million dollars of current credit money, collectable by warrant of attachment through 
distress warrant of necessity and without recourse but with prejudice by the Aggrieved Party based upon 
simple contract law forbidding the breach of simple contract based in whole or in part upon our fraud, or 
constructive fraud as the cause may be with or without scienter. 

1, Rickey D. Mart, as agent for Jordan Insurance Service in Jordan, Montana, know and understand my 
non-compliance with this courtesy due Private presentment will implicate our surrogate father or mother, 
meaning our principal Farmers Alliance Mutual, and their coiporation assets, and including their liabilities 
under our limited liability public policy common usage through the implementation of our own collections 
rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code d/b/a Private International Law which recognizes freemen characters' 
and their rights and remedies by our own U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 34 ) and ( 36 ) with or without resort to a tribunal, 
especially upon the preponderance of the evidence for the trier of fact to overcome the presumption, and rule 
according to U.C.C. § 1-103.6 by the preponderance of the evidence pointing its finger at our constructive 
fraud, undue influence and misrepresentation at the expense of the freemen characters' and their freedom of 
association through their freedom to contract with our public policy limited liability very large Privately 
owned corporation, fully backed by the full faith and credit of the United States and enforceable for the 
Aggrieved Party through our own U.C.C. § 9-501, depending upon our willful failure to consider the three 
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elements of simple contract law under the Negotiable Instruments Law, by non-negotiability of the 
instrument as in distress warrants, a/k/a items. 

1, Rickey D. Mart, hereby present prima facie this extra-judicial evidence, based upon my answer to this 
courtesy due Private presentment within the ten (10) day time limit extended to my by the Aggrieved Party, 
whereby our consideration sufficient to support a simple contract will become accountable, through 
accommodation/surety/guarantor signature of necessity and without recourse for the Aggrieved Party who 
feels himself insecure in whole or in part by our willful, knowing, and purposeful acts, individually, and 
jointly and severally in the country of Montana, a separate and distinct country from our public policy 
limited liability state of the forum freely associated compact party states of the District of Columbia, its 
territories, its possessions, its treaties, its acts of congress creating privileges and its States, knowing full 
well Article 1, section 10, clause 1 is still the law of the land, especially under simple contract law looking to 
pre-code remedy for enforcements of simple contract before or after the breach occurs as in U.C.C. § 1-107. 

1, Rickey D. Mart, as agent for Jordan Insurance Service, individually, and jointly and severally admit this 
due presentment Private security agreement “True Bill” into the public forum through our Seven ( 7.00 ) 
dollar filing fee, upon due presentment by mailing of a letter and duly directed to the office of Garfield 
county-court clerk and ex officio recorder Jo Ann Stanton, via the Garfield county-court commissioners 
John Pluhar, Billy Merlak, and Robert N. Phipps, and also Mike Cooney, the receiver for process upon our 
very large Privately owned public policy limited liability corporation fully covered by insurance through our 
claims officer Mark O'Keefe, who will audit this courtesy due Private presentment upon my willful failure to 
file an answer timely in the country of Montana in the United States of America. 

Further I, Rickey D. Mart, agent for Jordan Insurance Service, and Farmers Alliance Mutual sayeth 
naught: 


Done and dated this_day of June, in the year of our Almighty God, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, 

A.D.. 

Jurat: _ 

Rickey D. Mart, agent for Jordan Insurance Service, Jordan, Montana 

Acknowledgment: without recourse through nihil dicit for the Aggrieved Party 


William L. Stanton, sui juris, in personam, freeman character, Aggrieved Party 
Justus Township, HC 60 Box 16, Brusett, Montana state, U.S. of A. 

Common Law Witness: _ 

Edwin Clark, sui juris, in personam, Justus Township 

Common Law Witness: _ 

LeRoy M. Schweitzer, sui juris, in personam, Justus Township 

Common Law Witness: _ 

Rodney O. Skurdal, sui juris, in personam, Justus Township 
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State of the forum Common Law U.C.C. § 1-105 (N.l.L.) 

U.C.C. - 4 Private Security Agreement Non-Negotiable “True Bill” 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig vs. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

1, Thomas Ridge, individually, and as purported Senator for the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, jointly 
and severally attest to these facts in this non-negotiable “True Bill” U.C.C. - 4 Private security agreement 
under the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these due presentments for 
acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C. §§ 3-504 & 505, through principles of U.C.C. § 1-103 by undue 
influence, principal and agent, fraud, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, duress, estoppel, law of 
contracts, bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum common law 
under U.C.C. § 1-105 (N.l.L.) herein contained agree with the Sovereign David S. Laverty in his country of 
Pennsylvania as follows: 

Greetings: In the name and by the authority of the People, in relation to their class, freemen characters' 
in and for Dauphin county, country of Pennsylvania, you, Thomas Ridge, are hereby commanded by this 
freeman's writ, through this special private presentment giving you Notice, and ample time to answer, with 
or without prejudice to your public oath of office, before this special Private due presentment becomes a 
“True Bill” by our right and our remedy in your federal common law a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code 
under Private International Law, ( conflict of laws ), utilizing the concepts of the place wherein the 
agreement is formed, and in the state of the forum in relation to the private parties' power to choose 
applicable law as in the law merchant under the Negotiable Instruments Law, our pre-code remedy through 
the principals of law of contract, where fraud, coercion, duress, threat, misrepresentation, undue influence, 
and the like are in the forefront, with remedy as in estoppel, bankruptcy, principal and agent, and other 
validating and invalidating causes before or after the breach of simple contract as in U.C.C. § 1-107 taking 
into non-negotiable consideration of simple contract bona fide pledge ( Thomas Ridge ) of public oath of 
office through liberally administered remedies as in U.C.C. § 1-106, especially by use of U.C.C. § 1-108 for 
the freemen characters' of separate and peculiar class who utilize U.C.C. § 1-109 through section captions 
where they apply to the class. 

Wherefore: 1, Thomas Ridge, purported Senator for the People in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
having this Notice by due private presentment bona fide tender offer for specific performance pursuant to 
the parties' power to choose applicable law in their territorial realm, know and understand our house of cards 
is precariously perched, and based upon my answer or non-answer of this due presentment Private security 
agreement non-negotiable “True Bill”, a ninety-nine year lien ( possessory ) could ensue, through bonded 
warrant of attachment clothed in our forms, both standard and non-standard for any consideration sufficient 
to support a simple contract as in U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 44 ) ( d ), and enforceable for the parties' under U.C.C. § 
9-501 through accommodation/surety/guarantor signature U.C.C. § 3-415 of necessity and with prejudice 
based in whole or in part by my non-answer or my answer to this courtesy bona fide due special Private 
presentment “True Bill” in the country of Pennsylvania in these united States of America. 

1, Thomas Ridge, know and understand the fundamental concept the People have an unalienable Right to 
keep and bear arms for their own protections against tyrants, both foreign and domestic, which my purported 
public oath of office must support, uphold, defend, and guarantee for the Sovereign David S. Laverty even 
though my public voting record proves just the opposite creating prima facie real evidence of my willful, 
knowing, and purposeful acts of treason against the People of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

1, Thomas Ridge, further know and understand the punishments for tyranny and perjury are synonymous, 
but even armed with this knowledge 1, Thomas Ridge, did willfully, knowingly, and purposefully cause 
damage to the People of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania which also did damage the Sovereign David S. 
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Laverty by my absolute disregard for my public oath of office and the unalienable Rights of the People, 
contrary to our Constitution of Pennsylvania, as well as contrary to our national Constitution. 


I, Thomas Ridge, full well know and understand our definition of assault rifles was contrary to the original 
intent of Article of amendment the second and could not stand a judicial test for sufficiency in Law, even 
though our prohibited titles of nobility have created machinations of public policy which subvert public law 
and cause the People of the Posterity anguish, torment and abominations prohibited by my public oath of 
office, all such acts being repugnant to our supreme Law of the Land in a conspiratorial effort by our Bar 
Associations to overthrow our republican form of self-government which is another guarantee for the People 
of the Posterity under Article IV, section 4 of our national Constitution. 

1, Thomas Ridge, full well know and understand our Constitution of Pennsylvania and our national 
Constitution are the supreme Law of the Land and cannot be altered by me nor my criminal co-conspirators 
in our fraternal title of nobility Bar Associations owing allegiance to a foreign prince and power invading 
into the Nation, our united States of America, even though my public voting record on our recently passed 
Brady Bill created a fraud upon the People in America, statutory defined “persons” notwithstanding. 

1, Thomas Ridge, freely admit our common law is the rule of decision in our Nation in America, and by my 
voting record on the so-called Brady Bill, 1, Thomas Ridge, have willfully, knowingly and feloniously 
committed perjury upon my public oath of office to the People in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
causing damages to the Sovereign David S. Laverty, his heirs, his assigns, and his Posterity. 

1, Thomas Ridge, further admit my above stated voting record in relation to our so-called Brady Bill was a 
direct violation of Magna Charta at chapter 45, said chapter being one of the fundamental precepts for my 
public oath of office and my purported public position as public officer, even though 1, Thomas Ridge, did 
not even think to apply this concept to my thought process before casting my unlawful vote for our so-called 
Brady Bill and its legal effect against the People of the Posterity in our Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. 

1, Thomas Ridge, know and understand the Sovereign David S. Laverty could hold me responsible for 
damages in relation to my public vote for the Brady Bill through his guarantee of Article of amendment the 
Ninth of our national Constitution which in effect limits me to only those enumerated rights of our supreme 
Law of the Land and no others, my voting for our so-called Brady Bill being a direct violation of said Article 
of amendment the Ninth in relation to the Sovereign David S. Laverty in his country of Pennsylvania, not 
subject to our compact party state of Pennsylvania acting as agency for the public policy political will 
admitted bankrupt United States municipal corporation in the District of Columbia. 

1, Thomas Ridge, either knew or should have known my vote for the so-called Brady Bill was a direct 
violation of the guaranteed Right for the Sovereign David S. Laverty under our Article of amendment the 
Tenth of our national Constitution causing direct damages to the Sovereign David S. Laverty in his country 
of Pennsylvania, “other jurisdiction” from our compact party state of Pennsylvania acting as agency for the 
District of Columbia. 

1, Thomas Ridge, either knew or should have known my prolific support for a democracy form of 
government was forbidden by my public oath of office and a direct violation of Article IV, section 4 of our 
national Constitution, which said form of republican form of self-governing being a guarantee for the free 
inhabitant David S. Laverty in his Commonwealth of Pennsylvania especially bonded by my public oath of 
office contract to the Sovereign David S. Laverty in his common law venue under our supreme Law of the 
Land. 
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I, Thomas Ridge, know and understand, by these courtesy presentments duly served upon me by the 
freemen character David S. Laverty which are in fact exculpatory evidence, and must be presented into open 
court by me, Thomas Ridge, expert witness in Dauphin county or any of our other counties in our country 
of Pennsylvania, for the simple reason my non-answer or answer to this special Private security agreement 
“True Bill” becomes prima facie extra-judicial evidence to break the presumption for the trier of fact to 
overcome our color of law administrative controlled hearings disguised as court, and only applicable to the 
class of the parties', but have no original and exclusive jurisdiction over the person of the freeman character, 
nor any in rem attachment by our very large Private corporation, thereby negating any subject matter 
jurisdiction for our certified statutory tribunals of conciliation to gain any type of venue or jurisdiction over 
the exempt People, the duly expatriated freemen characters' in their realm which “We” of color hate and 
despise, as proven by our willful, knowing and felonious acts in our over-zealous criminal acts of treason 
and conspiracy to commit high treason against the Constitution of Pennsylvania and our republican form of 
government, the sole and exclusive right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State, the 
freemen character who has duly presented this special Private security agreement “True Bill” to me, 
Thomas Ridge, as a courtesy. 

I, Thomas Ridge, know and understand, legislative created tribunals are voluntary for the parties', and said 
parties' must agree to the choice of hearing officer in their venue, just as venue is attached to the territory of 
the jurisdiction, and the law of the place wherein the land, and title of land is located, bringing in purview 
our supreme Law of the Land as in “Holy Scriptures”. Wherefore: 1, Thomas Ridge, freely admit, our 
federal common law does not contain remedy in documents of title which is quoted in our U.C.C. § 3-103, 
and even goes on further to say this Article does not deal in money. 1, Thomas Ridge, freely admit this is 
the reason for our own admittance of U.C.C. § 1-103.6 which is in harmony with the common law, a pre¬ 
code remedy wherein the code is not competent to give remedy at the choice of the suitor, with or without 
resort to a legislative created tribunal as in our own U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 34 ) and ( 36 ) at the parties' power to 
choose applicable law, which in this special private security agreement “True Bill” is now admitted by me, 
Thomas Ridge, purported public officer by the tenor of this special private agreement in fact and in Law. 

I, Thomas Ridge, further admit, Article V, section 26 ( here see your equivalent ) of our Constitution of 
Pennsylvania forbids our Legislative Assembly from passing any local or special laws respecting the Courts 
of Justice which we do fully confirm in our own color of law codes as in P.C.A. § 3-15 ( here see your 
specific codes ) under the heading “courts of limited jurisdiction” and our own deceptive explanation of how 
we certify “this state” or “State” justices of the peace, or our State Justices of the Peace, who by their very 
own prima facie money trail, accept pay for their public services, making them in fact the de facto style of 
public officer, which by our prima facie codes is merely a public servant employed by a public service, 
meaning our very large Private corporation a/k/a the freely associated compact party states which define 
ourselves as “this state” or “State” and are limited to our territorial realm in the District of Columbia, its 
territories, its possessions, its subjects to which it relates, its acts of congress, and its commercial nexus. 

1, Thomas Ridge, by my admission of Article V, section 26 ( here see your equivalent) of our Constitution 
of Pennsylvania in its entirety, and now making Declaratory Judgment move this special Private security 
agreement “True Bill” as prima facie real evidence to overcome our color of law presumption all People are 
subjects of a class under the statute-merchant, subject to majority rule, subject to our implied consent 
unilateral agreements such as this one, and bound by our cestui que trust administering for our foreign 
principals such as the IMF, the IRS, INTERPOL, the United Nations, the private Federal Reserve Ba nk s and 
the like. 1, Thomas Ridge, know and understand our double agent attorney general is a necessary party in 
this justiciable controversy, and by this Notice said attorney general has already been served his Declaratory 
Judgment which he must confess to remove any uncertainty, without objection by anyone of any character 
whatsoever, making it clear for all who have eyes to see and ears to hear, the freemen characters' are in fact 
and in Law free, not subject to our laws, nor “this state”, nor “State” defined by our copyrighted codes. 
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Now you, the freemen characters' know that I, Thomas Ridge, know the meaning and intent of the 
legislature by our “True Bill” which “We” must acknowledge by confession of judgment and through our 
own prima facie P.C.A. 


1, Thomas Ridge, in purview of the freemen characters', a separate and distinct class of Private parties', by 
their own choice of parties' power to choose applicable law under U.C.C. § 1-105, know and understand 
leave granted by the Court means their sole and exclusive right of self governing as a free sovereign and 
independent State, not “this state”, nor “State” as defined by our own copyrighted P.C.A. statutes which are 
owned by our very large Private corporation administering to the national and international bankruptcy for 
our foreign principals, the United Nations and the like through our secretary of the treasury who is paid by 
the IMF, and not by the United States, nor the United States of America, thereby creating some confusion 
into this special Private security agreement “True Bill” smacking of constructive fraud on my part, Thomas 
Ridge, admitted commissioner for this bankruptcy proceeding, knowing full well a bankrupt party cannot 
state a claim upon which relief could be granted, but on the reverse side of this bill of exchange, the freemen 
characters' are the perfected lien creditors upon my willful, knowing and purposeful delinquency by my own 
Private and public failure to answer this perfected “True Bill” within the courtesy time limit of ten (10) 
days of this due Private presentment, extra-judicial exculpatory evidence, which I, Thomas Ridge, freely 
admit into the hands and safe-keeping of our country clerk and recorder in Dauphin county upon my “nihil 
dicit”, through U.C.C. § 9-403 ( 1 ) inter alia, with our secretary of our Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
becoming the public witness and process receiver, both public and private. 

1, Thomas Ridge, freely admit this bona fide due special Private presentment into open court as exculpatory 
evidence freely admitted by me, Thomas Ridge, as expert witness for our national and international 
bankruptcy which I, Thomas Ridge, have so freely administered as commissioner for many years based 
upon this Court of Record, and my past performances, both public and private, in Law and in equity, and 
even including Private International Law. 

I, Thomas Ridge, having a preponderance of the evidence by this ex parte hearing in chambers, know and 
understand, by my “nihil dicit”, this due special Private presentment “True Bill” will become public, by the 
mixed jurisdictions enjoyed by the freemen characters in their realm (i.e. peculiar jurisdiction ), an express 
Right as in our Constitution of Pennsylvania beyond the scope of authority of any public officer, or public 
servant as the class of the character relates; Wherefore: in the interests of substantial justice, by my 
Declaratory Judgment to remove any uncertainty, the freemen characters' duly expatriated, and duly 
presented to our very large Private corporation, have been damaged by criminal acts Thomas Ridge, aided 
and abetted by constructive fraud of our Legislative Assembly, by our commissions and omissions, through 
our willful, knowing, and felonious cover-up of our criminal conspiracy scheme by our titles of nobility 
accepting emoluments from our very large Private corporation, denying, delaying and selling justice and 
right to the freemen characters' with our criminal intent, by our willful and knowing failure to obey our 
public oaths of office thereby damaging the freemen characters' further, now bringing their damages to the 
sum certain, on sight, on demand in the amount of One Hundred Million ( 100,000,000.00 ) dollars of 
current credit money bills of exchange, individually, and jointly and severally as against me, Thomas 
Ridge, and my co-horts as well as our other members of our very large Private corporation administering to 
the national and international bankruptcy as admitted by acts of congress, and enforced by us through our 
very own federal common law at least as far back as the Erie Railroad vs. Tompkins decision in 1938, and 
the later implementation of the Clearfield doctrine long about 1943. 

1, Thomas Ridge, confess judgment for the sum certain amount of One Hundred Fifty Million 
(150,000,000.00) dollars of current credit money in favor of the freemen character David S. Laverty who has 
been damaged by our very large Private coiporation of “this state” by the willful, wanton, and malicious acts 
of our delinquents who “We” have failed to contain in his ongoing criminal conspiracy in Dauphin county 
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and other counties to cover-up our failure to obey our public oaths of office to the People in their country of 
Pennsylvania. 

Further I, Thomas Ridge, purported Senator for the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, sayeth naught: 
teste this_day of_, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Attest: _ 

Thomas Ridge, bona fide signature, bona fide fidelity signature, in purview of public oath of 
office freely admitted prima facie extra-judicial evidence with or without resort to a tribunal 

Acknowledgment: 

teste meipso this_day of_, in the year of our Almighty God, 

in Jesus name, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

per curiam:_ 

David S. Laverty, sui juris, in personam, in Dauphin county, in our country of Pennsylvania. 

notary public Seal: 

, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately bonded. 

I,_, notary public in our County and State aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge the above 

described document signed before me by freeman character David S. Laverty, as true, correct and certain, on this_day of 

_, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Fees: 

Oath:_, Postage:_, Affidavit:_, 

Mileage:_, Misc.:_. 
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State of the Forum Common Law UCC/MCA 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C./FS-4 Private Security Agreement non-negotiable “True Bill” 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig v. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, individually, and as Supervisory Paralegal Specialist for the office of Comptroller of the 
Currency “within” the United States, jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable “True Bill” FS- 
4 Private security agreement under the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these due 
presentments for acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C./MCA §§ 30-3-504 & 505, through principles of 
U.C.C./MCA 30-1-103 by undue influence, principal and agent, fraud, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, duress, 
law of contracts, estoppel, bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum 
common law under U.C.C./MCA § 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) herein contained agree with the Sovereign LeRoy M. 
Schweitzer as follows: 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, freely admit that on or about the 12th day of November, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D., 
while I was employed as Supervisory Paralegal Specialist for the office of the Comptroller of the Currency in the 
District of Columbia I received a telephone call from the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer from the foreign country 
of Montana which said call commanded me to instruct Eugene A. Ludwig to commence an audit upon Norwest 
Bank, Anaconda-Butte, N.A., at 101 North Main Street in Butte, Montana state, united States of America in the 
interests of substantial justice to prevent slander of credit against the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his country 
of Montana. 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, further admit that pursuant to the above stated phone call my intent was to cover-up our willful, 
knowing, and intentional acts of protecting the private corporation known as Federal Reserve Bank through acts of 
complicity with the private corporation agency known as the Federal Bureau of Investigation without any authority in 
Law for our criminal acts and directly opposed to the instructions and commands as given to me by the Sovereign 
LeRoy M. Schweitzer from his country of Montana, a separate venue and jurisdiction from our public policy 
political will admitted bankrupt corporation within the United States and limited to our territorial realm, the ten 
square miles of the District of Columbia. 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, freely admit in this special private presentment security agreement “True Bill” our own admitted 
federal common law is known as the Uniform Commercial Code drafted by our own members of our fraternal 
brotherhood of lawyers, attorneys, proctors, esquires, advocates, solicitors and shysters through our State Bar 
Associations, our American Bar Association acting in concert with the International Bar Associations, titles of 
nobility expressly forbidden under the Constitution of Montana and our national Constitution which compels specific 
performance from me under my public oath of office to our appellate supreme court in its voluntary jurisdiction. 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, know and understand our National Association banks must answer to our office of Comptroller of 
the Currency as surety for said banks when it becomes obvious we have no gold nor silver in our vaults and do not 
deal in money but merely deal in bills of exchange in the form of notes, checks, certificates of deposit and drafts, all 
collectible for the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his foreign country of Montana through use of notary public as 
in our own Rule 902 (3) (A) (B) 8 & 9, especially when judicial notice is made mandatory by the Sovereign LeRoy 
M. Schweitzer through use of our own Rule 44.1. 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, freely admit the Sovereign, LeRoy M. Schweitzer, did make due presentment to our United States 
corporation via recorded telephone call to protect his private interests in his perfected securities accounts receivable 
at a Bank as duly presented in our own Bank Officers Handbook on Commercial Banking Law which expressly 
provides for punishments against our Banks under U.C.C. § 3-419 for acts of criminal conversion by the rule of law 
under simple contract the Banks are the debtors in possession and must perform to simple contract law by midnight 
of the banking day or become liable for the full face amount of the instrument upon notice of protest in the Courts of 
Justice, with or without resort to a legislative created tribunal and proven for me under section 21-40 quoted in 
pertinent part only for this special private presentment security agreement “True Bill” to wit: “When items for 
collection are sent directly to the drawee-bank, the bank is under a dual capacity — to act as agent for the owner to 
collect from itself and, also, to pay the instrument.” “In the collection provision under the Commercial Code, the 
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bank has until midnight of the day it receives the item to settle for it 54 and until midnight of the next business day to 
pay, to return it, or to send notice of dishonor. 55 ” “If the bank fails to act within this time, it is ‘accountable for the 
amount of the item. 60 ’ “If the instrument is properly presented for acceptance, failure to act within the time allowed 
for acceptance will make the bank accountable. 61 ” “Under the Commercial Code, refusal to pay or to return an 
instrument amounts to a conversion on the part of the bank and it is liable for the amount of the instrument. 62 ” “In 
practice, the bank's duties are about the same under the Commercial Code as they were under previous Negotiable 
Instruments Law.” 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, know and understand our duties as provided by acts of congress fully acknowledge our national 
Constitution at Article IV, clause 1 through the full faith and credit of any Court of Justice within our Land, meaning 
our republic States, the foreign country of Montana being one on an equal footing with the original thirteen ( 13 ) 
colonies and fortified through our own admittance in our color of law statute/merchant codes known as Montana 
Code Annotated keeping our corporation of limited liability on course through our surety the office of the 
Comptroller of the Currency who must accept a bona fide tender offer on sight from the Sovereign LeRoy M. 
Schweitzer through involuntary bankruptcy of our own admitted infidels caught up in our own non-compliance with 
simple contract law which supersedes our own color of law Uniform Commercial Code when properly invoked by 
the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer through section 1-105 under conflicts of law, Private International Law, and the 
Negotiable Instruments Law, coupled with legal consequences against our public policy political will corporation at 
U.C.C. § 1-103.6 which must be in harmony with the common law and complimentary thereto for the Sovereign 
LeRoy M. Schweitzer “without recourse” in his foreign country of Montana in these united States of America. 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, freely admit our office of the Comptroller of the Currency must contract to pay over to the 
Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer in like consideration the full face amount of the instrument upon our willful, 
knowing, and purposeful dishonor for bona fide tender offer of accounts receivable at a Bank or in the alternative the 
Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer could implement the provisions of our own Title 28 at section 1743 against any 
office of the Postmaster for demand payment upon the bills of exchange, with recourse at Title 28 section 2710 
through writ of attachment against our agency Post Offices to satisfy the concepts of simple contract law as duly 
contained in U.C.C. § 1.103 looking to pre-Code law for rights and remedy for the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer 
as explained in our U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 34 ) and ( 36 ). 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, either knew or should have known our United States is doing business under the federal common 
law which is in fact the Uniform Commercial Code which operates upon a presumption all the People are statutory 
defined “persons” either inhabiting “within” the United States or effectively connected with the conduct of a trade or 
business within the United States, and the Sovereign, LeRoy M. Schweitzer is not such a “person” by our prima facie 
records which prove said Sovereign has duly expatriated from “within” our admitted bankrupt United States and is 
freely inhabiting in his foreign country of Montana, his native birthright origin as an American national free 
inhabitant not subject to our United States citizens color of law contracts and unilateral agreements foisted upon the 
unwary through compelled benefits statutory schemes of licentiousness forbidden in the Book of Jude in “Holy 
Scriptures”. 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, know and understand our own U.C.C. recognizes the effect of foreign judgments as a set-off, and 
upon my willful failure to make timely answer within the courtesy presentment ten ( 10 ) days of receipt of this 
special collections “True Bill”, I, Joyce B. Dixon, will become liable for the sum certain amount of One Hundred 
(100,000,000.00) Million Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, gold minted Coin, or silver minted Coin from our 
Treasury of these united States of America under our national government in relation to the several States, the 
foreign country of Montana being one of these separate jurisdictions from our political will public policy admitted 
bankrupt corporation United States. 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, freely admit our feigned enforcement powers “within” the United States in the past have been in 
direct violation of Article of amendment the Eleventh which prohibits our United States citizens from invoking the 
judicial power of the United States in any legislative created tribunal a/k/a United States District Court for the 
District of Montana unless and until the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer would have willfully, knowingly, and 
voluntarily waived his Common Law venue in his foreign State, meaning expressly his country of Montana in 
common law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction under saving to suitors clause of our national Constitution in 
harmony with the Constitution of Montana. 
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I, Joyce B. Dixon, admit of our constructive fraud in relation to my letter to the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer, 
wherein is stated to the effect I authorized agents of the Federal Bureau of Investigation to steal private special 
collections items from the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer without any lawful reasons, nor under any statutory 
designed scheme other than our criminal consortium doing business as usual until we get caught acting under color 
of law, color of right, and color of authority in direct relation to the character of the partys'. 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, either knew or should have known my willful and knowing accomplice Tommie R. Canady and I, 
Joyce B. Dixon, would have to answer in one form or another for our willful and knowing participation in theft of 
Private property rightfully owned by the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his country of Montana “other 
jurisdiction”, with or without resort to a tribunal, but nevertheless subject to our own devious rules a/k/a Uniform 
Commercial Code through our devisees shysters commonly known as the State Bar of Montana. 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the prima facie real 
evidence I, Joyce B. Dixon, being a foreign agent taking pay for presumed specific performance from the 
International Monetary Fund, must obey simple contract law, or become liable upon said contract. Even my attorney 
advisers knew and understood this elementary principal, but in our programmed mental condition, We, my co¬ 
conspirators and accomplices named in this Private security agreement and I, Joyce B. Dixon, did willfully and 
knowingly take the responsibility for our own actions or inactions, with appropriate punishments becoming evident 
from time to time as truth prevails in the foreign country of Montana for the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer. 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide presentment, a breach of contract subjects me, 
Joyce B. Dixon, to Private and public punishments while under specific performance of public oath of office through 
delegation of authority, whether or whether not 1, Joyce B. Dixon, have been misguided, misinformed, and mislead 
by my willful and knowing accomplices named herein. 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail, and under our system, no matter how 
colorable, the Uniform Commercial Code was adequate to punish even our most mentally corrupt and deficient 
delinquents “within” our United States. 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, individually, and as non-registered foreign agent “within” the United States, jointly and severally, 
know and understand the term constructive fraud with or without scienter, and the term conversion, and the term 
consideration, and the term obligation of contract, therefore, based upon this special, express, and explicit 
knowledge, I, Joyce B. Dixon, individually, and jointly and severally will become liable to the free inhabitant LeRoy 
M. Schweitzer in his country of Montana on sight, on demand, should 1, Joyce B. Dixon, fail to comprehend the 
magnitude of my omissions and commissions under simple contract Law, especially under the supremacy Common 
Law, a/k/a as our organic Law in harmony with “Holy Scriptures”, the foundation of our Law, and especially for 
reasons in contract Law I, Joyce B. Dixon, would fail to answer this due private presentment security agreement 
“True Bill” in any manner whatsoever by this tender offer for any consideration sufficient to support a simple 
contract under the provisions of U.C.C./MCA 30-1-103 which provide for bankruptcy and estoppel caused by fraud, 
coercion, undue influence, misrepresentation, principal and agent through the Common Law under UCC 1-103.6 as 
in Anderson's oil the Uniform Commercial Code , and as explained more fully in the Bank Officer's Handbook 
of Commercial Banking Law , and in conjunction with the U.C.C. at § 3-103(1) which 1 know and understand is 
quoted: “This Article does not apply to money, documents of title,-— 

For my willful and knowing participation in my aiding and abetting Norwest Bank Anaconda-Butte, the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation and Tommie R. Canady in criminal conversion of Private property concerning the Sovereign 
LeRoy M. Schweitzer in his country of Montana, I, Joyce B. Dixon, now know 1 must answer this courtesy 
presentment within ten (10) days of this service upon me, or through my continued ignorance in Law, coupled with 
the pressures of my willful and knowing criminal accomplices, I, Joyce B. Dixon, will become liable for the sum 
certain amount of damages occurring to the Sovereign LeRoy M. Schweitzer in this Private matter for One Hundred 
Million ( 100,000,000.00 ) Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, especially under our own rules a/k/a Uniform 
Commercial Code which was adopted by my adviser accomplices themselves, purportedly learned in law. 
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I, Joyce B. Dixon, admit in this Private security agreement “True Bill”, the fact 1 do know and understand the term 
accommodation, and the term surety, and the term guarantor, and the term Maker, and the term Payee, and the term 
Drawer as could be duly presented in a special Private collections item, restricted endorsement Documentary Draft ( 
distress warrant) or certified money order, drawn “without recourse” by the Sovereign, free inhabitant LeRoy M. 
Schweitzer, without prejudice to the Sovereign in his Common Law venue state of the forum under the Uniform 
Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and through a Privately bonded Notary Public under protest as in Rule 
9(d), 44.1, 902(3)(A)(B) 8 & 9, enforceable under UCC 9-501 “nihil dicit”, when duly presented for audit at the 
office of the united States of America Postmaster in Brusett, Montana state through the full faith and credit clause of 
our national constitution in our Nation in America. 

I, Joyce B. Dixon, admit conversion is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through Common Law Affidavit in this 
Montana state in these several States in this union of States in America. 

Done and dated this_day of March, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Attestation: by Joyce B. Dixon, individually, and as agent for the office of Comptroller of the Currency, jointly 
and severally for the United States 

PRIVATE SEAL: _ 

Joyce B. Dixon, bona fide, and subject “nihil dicit” 

Acknowledgment: by the free inhabitant LeRoy M. Schweitzer in Law, in our country of Montana 

teste meipso this_day of March, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, through our Redeemer 

Yahshua, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

PER CURIAM: 


LeRoy M. Schweitzer, in personam, in re, in Garfield county, in our country of Montana, 

united States of America,expressly not “within” the United States 

c/o P.O. Box 16, Brusett, Montana state, non-domestic mailing location 

NOTARY PUBLIC SEAL: 


Rodney O. Skurdal, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately bonded. 
I, Rodney O. Skurdal, notary public in our County and State aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge the above described 
document as true, correct and certain, duly signed before me by the freeman character known as LeRoy M. Schweitzer, on this 
_day of March, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 


Fees:_ 

Oath:_ 

Postage: _ 
Mileage: 
Affidavit: 
Misc:_ 
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State of the forum Common Law UCC § 1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C. - 4 Private Security Agreement Non-Negotiable "True Bill" 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig Vs. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Pauline E. Sarbaum, individually, and through my public employer County of Clay, state of Minnesota, 
jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "True Bill" U.C.C. - 4 Private security agree¬ 
ment under the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these Presentments for 
acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C. §§ 3-504, 501 & 505, through principles of U.C.C. § 1-103 by 
undue influence, principal and agent, fraud, duress, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, law of contracts, 
estoppel, bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum common law 
under U.C.C. § 1-105 (N.I.L.) herein contained agree with the Sovereign Paul Kuball in his country of 
Minnesota as follows: 

In the month of May, Nineteen Hundred Ninety One, A.D., in Moorehead, Minnesota state, United States 
of America, I, Pauline E. Sarbaum, through my agency did then and there unlawfully assess the Sovereign, 
Paul Kuball in his country of Minnesota in relation to his unalienable Right of Liberty possession of allodial 
title to private property exempt from our contributions through compelled benefits which said compelled 
performance is repugnant to our Constitution of Minnesota, our national Constitution Magna Charta and 
“Holy Scriptures”. 

I, Pauline E. Sarbaum, either knew or should have known our Common Law does not permit me, Pauline E. 
Sarbaum from seizing private property from private parties' without a court of competent jurisdiction having 
heard the matter publicly before Justices' of the realm, the Jure of peers, with ample opportunity for the 
private parties' to be heard. I, Pauline E. Sarbaum freely admit our record does not reflect the existence of 
this pertinent fact, and therefore I, and my criminal co-conspirators are subsequently liable to the injured 
private parties' by our willful, knowing and felonious acts through theft of private property while acting under 
color of law or requisition but from executive power of the United States rather than from the People of the 
Posterity exempt from our executions frill well recognized in our color of law Uniform Commercial Code at 
sections 1-105, 1-103.6 and 1-207.6 when made applicable by the Sovereign Paul Kuball through his non¬ 
waiver of Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction in his supreme Court of first and last resort 
in and for Clay county, country of Minnesota, United States of America. 

I, Pauline E. Sarbaum, as purported public officer bonded by public oath of office through my fidelity bond 
hereby admit the fact my willful, knowing, and purposeful acts against the Sovereign Paul Kuball in his 
country of Minnesota are repugnant to our Constitution of Minnesota causing limited liability upon our public 
policy political will limited liability municipal corporation United States and its agency compact party state of 
Minnesota doing business through our federal common law a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code. 

I, Pauline E. Sarbaum, through our agents for our corporation freely admit our reliance upon purported 
court orders presented to us by an attorney who purports to be licensed by the State of Minnesota could have 
far reaching financial attachments to me, Pauline E. Sarbaum, through the concept of ignorance of the law is 
no excuse and for every wrong there is a remedy, said remedy for the Sovereign Paul Kuball found at U.C.C. 
§ 1-201 ( 34 ) & ( 36 ) by choice of the judgment lien creditor through personal judgment enforceable at 
U.C.C. § 9-501 after default by non-acceptance and non-compliance. 

I, Pauline E. Sarbaum, full well know and understand equitable estoppel and collateral estoppel resting upon 
specific performance when the delinquent party has been served with due notice and demand via writ of 
praecipe whereby no freeman shall lose his court, further enforced for the freeman through my public oath of 
office which admits the writ of procedendo in aid of the Crown and bringing to the forefront as a fortiori all 
the extra-ordinary writs, the prerogative writs of the Sovereign such as quo warranto, coram nobis, 
mandamus, prohibition, and the like, said writs still in full force and effect for the Sovereign Paul Kuball 
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wherein a State shall be a party in and for Clay county-court under Constitution of Minnesota in harmony 
with Magna Charta chapter 34. 

I, Pauline E. Sarbaum fully recognize the limited concepts comprehended by our legal staff in relation to 
our own devised U.C.C., but taking this limitation in stride, and fully admitting of our trespass against private 
contractual right of the Sovereign Paul Kuball, I, Pauline E. Sarbaum will be burning the midnight oil for 
the next few weeks in our attempts to nullify our ramifications of conversion of private property which is not, 
was not, and could not be subject to a seizure action under our color of law prior to a judicial determination 
rendered to a final judgment and final decree pursuant to Article of amendment the Seventh in a court of first 
and last resort at the choice of the suitor well leaned in law prosecuting through his assistance of counsel 
peculiar jurisdiction Magistrate in Common Law venue. 

I, Pauline E. Sarbaum, either knew or should have known my perjury of my public oath of office was 
covered by statutes wherein 1 am liable for treble damages to the Sovereign Paul Kuball upon my willful, 
knowing, and purposeful denial, delay, and selling of justice and right against the Sovereign Paul Kuball in 
his country of Minnesota in relation to his Right of owning private property exempt from our corporation 
contributions scam desguised as mandatory process through legal words of art contrived by our criminal co¬ 
conspirators lawyers, attorneys, shysters, advocates, esquires, proctors acting as title of nobility through their 
State Bar Associations under their foreign prince and power American Bar Association and International Bar 
Associations. 

I, Pauline E. Sarbaum, now know and understand our unlawful detainer upon private property Rightfully 
owned by the Sovereign Paul Kuball has liability attachments pursuant to our incompetent criminal acts, 
whether or not we admit of our theft of private property at the time of this unilateral agreement with its 
courtesy presentment of ten ( 10 ) days to make substantial answer to this special Private security agreement 
“True Bill” by our notice and knowledge of this presentment through certified mailing receipts signed by the 
hands of the Sovereign Paul Kuball for public record under our own U.C.C. § 9-403 ( 1 ), keeping me, 
Pauline E. Sarbaum in substantial compliance with the Bank Officer's Handbook on Commercial 
Banking Law for reference of our legal experts in relation to the tenor of this tender offer by the Sovereign's 
choice of applicable law in their Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction in their Courts of 
Justice in their country of Minnesota not “within” the admitted bankrupt United States. 

I, Pauline E. Sarbaum freely admit I, and my criminal co-conspirators have no legal nor lawful standing in 
the country of Minnesota for denial, delay and selling of justice or right against the private parties' relying 
upon our bona fide contention I, Pauline E. Sarbaum am not subject to acts of color of law committed by 
our titles of nobility prohibited from entering into the Sovereign's realm in their respective counties under our 
supreme Law of the Land in this Nation. I, Pauline E. Sarbaum, having exercised due diligence by 
discovery conversion of private owned property is criminal jurisdiction either within the United States or in 
the country of Minnesota at the choice of the suitor under conflict of laws when remedy is contained in pre¬ 
code law, formerly known as Negotiable Instruments Law, Private International Law, still recognized in the 
realm of the Sovereign Paul Kuball and duly presented into this special Private presentment security 
agreement “True Bill” as source of law for this bi-lateral contract with me, Pauline E. Sarbaum and other 
public officers bound by fidelity bonds for our public oaths of office to the People of the Posterity. 

I, Pauline E. Sarbaum either knew or should have known the titles of nobility would not fully inform me, 
Pauline E. Sarbaum, of our liability upon presentment by a private party of the demand for any 
consideration sufficient to support a simple contract before our magic hour of midnight, and the relevant 
seventy two ( 72 ) hour time limit which more fully binds me, Pauline E. Sarbaum, to specific performance 
to simple contract by choice of the creditor in possession, supplied through this courtesy time presentment for 
our compliance with our obligations pursuant to our public oaths of office to the People. 

Upon our willful, knowing and intentional failure to state a claim upon which relief must be granted to the 
Sovereign Paul Kuball, I, Pauline E. Sarbaum, admit of liability for damages to Paul Kuball in the sum 
certain amount of Twenty Million Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, meaning original minted silver Coin 
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by the United States of America Treasury mint, and dependent upon the bona fide acts of Pauline E. 
Sarbaum forthwith upon receipt of this special Private presentment security agreement “True Bill”, said 
damages occurring against the bona fide credit of Paul Kuball will become due and payable over to the 
Sovereign Private party Paul Kuball immediately upon my nihil dicit, whether or not our legal team and its 
current opinions are of any substance whatsoever in this law of the place in our country of Minnesota, non¬ 
domestic to the United States. 

By our failure of any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract, I, Pauline E. Sarbaum, by and 
through our corporation officers will become subject to the full faith and credit of the United States through 
our office of Comptroller of the Currency and the GAO, even including into this realm our Department of the 
Treasury administering for the Bureau of Public Debt in the District of Columbia. I, Pauline E. Sarbaum, 
further admit of my bona fide intent to furnish no charge a true, correct and certain copy of this special 
private presentment collections item to the above offices keeping in compliance with the full faith and credit 
of the United States, our domestic bankruptcy notwithstanding in the United States. 

This special Private security agreement “True Bill” is enforceable through our own U.C.C. rules at the 
choice of the suitor, and by our own admission of Rule 902 (3) (A) (B) 8 & 9, Rule 44.1 foreign law, Rule 9 
(d) when duly placed into the Common Law venue by notary public from a foreign jurisdiction in the country 
of Minnesota in these United States of America. 

Attestation: on this_day of May, in the year of our Almighty God, 

Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Further I, Pauline E. Sarbaum sayeth naught in this special Private presentment security agreement “True Bill”. 

Private Seal: _ 

Pauline E. Sarbaum, individually and as agent for the public policy political will corporation 
United States, jointly and severally 

Acknowledgment:_ 

Paul Kuball, sui juris, in and for Clay county-court, country of Minnesota 


United States of America ) 

Minnesota state { organic } ) ss. before Notary Public for our Minnesota state, 

Clay county ) 

I,_, notary public for the State of Minnesota { organic }, 

do hereby attest and acknowledge this due special Private presentment security agreement “True Bill” was 

duly signed before me on this_ day of May, in the year of our Almighty Yahweh, thorough our 

Redeemer Emmanuel, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D., by the freeman character Paul Kuball, of 
necessity and without recourse in his State. 


, Notary Public Seal. 


My commission expires: 

Oath:_ 

Fees:_ 

Affidavit:_ 

Mileage:_ 

Postage:_ 


3 


TRUE BILL' 


PRIVATE SECURITY AGREEMENT' 


PAGE 3 OF 




State of the forum Common Law UCC § 1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C. - 4 Private Security Agreement Non-Negotiable "True Bill" 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig Vs. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Robert J. Schaefer, individually, and through my public corporation employer County of Clay, state of 
Minnesota, jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "True Bill" U.C.C. - 4 Private security 
agreement under the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these Presentments for 
acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C. §§ 3-504, 3-501 & 3-505, through principles of U.C.C. § 1-103 by undue 
influence, principal and agent, fraud, duress, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, law of contracts, estoppel, 
bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum Common Law under U.C.C. § 1- 
105 (N.I.L.) herein contained agree with the Sovereign Paul Kuball in his country of Minnesota as follows: 

In the month of May, Nineteen Hundred Ninety One, A.D., in Moorehead, Minnesota state, United States of 
America, I, Robert J. Schaefer, through my agency employer did then and there unlawfully assess the Sovereign, 
Paul Kuball in his country of Minnesota in relation to his unalienable Right of Liberty possession of allodial title to 
private property exempt from our contributions through compelled benefits which said compelled performance is 
repugnant to our Constitution of Minnesota, our national Constitution Magna Charta and “Holy Scriptures”. 

I, Robert J. Schaefer, either knew or should have known our Common Law does not permit me, Robert J. 
Schaefer from seizing private property from private parties' without a court of competent jurisdiction having heard 
the matter publicly before Justices' of the realm, the Jure of peers, with ample opportunity for the private parties' to 
be heard. I, Robert J. Schaefer freely admit our record does not reflect the existence of this pertinent fact, and 
therefore I, and my criminal co-conspirators are subsequently liable to the injured private parties' by our willful, 
knowing and felonious acts through theft of private property while acting under color of law or requisition from 
executive power of the United States rather than from the People of the Posterity exempt from our executions full 
well recognized in our color of law Uniform Commercial Code at sections 1-105, 1-103.6 and 1-207.6 when made 
applicable by the Sovereign Paul Kuball through his non-waiver of Common Law venue, original and exclusive 
jurisdiction in his supreme Court of first and last resort in and for Clay county, country of Minnesota, United States 
of America. 

I, Robert J. Schaefer, as purported public officer bonded by public oath of office through my fidelity bond hereby 
admit the fact my willful, knowing, and purposeful acts against the Sovereign Paul Kuball in his country of 
Minnesota are repugnant to our Constitution of Minnesota causing limited liability upon our public policy political 
will limited liability municipal corporation United States and its agency compact party state of Minnesota doing 
business through our federal common law a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code. 

I, Robert J. Schaefer, through our agents for our corporation freely admit our reliance upon purported court orders 
presented to us by an attorney who purports to be licensed by the State of Minnesota could have far reaching 
financial attachments to me, Robert J. Schaefer, through the concept of ignorance of the law is no excuse and for 
every wrong there is a remedy, said remedy for the Sovereign Paul Kuball found at U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 34 ) & ( 36 ) by 
choice of the judgment lien creditor through personal judgment enforceable at U.C.C. § 9-501 after default by non- 
acceptance and non-compliance. 

I, Robert J. Schaefer, full well know and understand equitable estoppel and collateral estoppel resting upon specific 
performance when the delinquent party has been served with due notice and demand via writ of praecipe whereby no 
freeman shall lose his court, further enforced for the freeman through my public oath of office which admits the writ 
of procedendo in aid of the Crown and bringing to the forefront as a fortiori all the extra-ordinary writs, the 
prerogative writs of the Sovereign such as quo warranto, coram nobis, mandamus, prohibition, and the like, said 
writs still in full force and effect for the Sovereign Paul Kuball wherein a State shall be a party in and for Clay 
county-court under Constitution of Minnesota in harmony with Magna Charta chapter 34. 

I, Robert J. Schaefer fully recognize the limited concepts comprehended by our legal staff in relation to our own 
devised U.C.C., but taking this limitation in stride, and fully admitting of our trespass against private contractual 
right of the Sovereign Paul Kuball, I, Robert J. Schaefer will be burning the midnight oil for the next few weeks in 
our attempts to nullify our ramifications of conversion of private property which is not, was not, and could not be 
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subject to a seizure action under our color of law prior to a judicial determination rendered to a final judgment and 
final decree pursuant to Article of amendment the Seventh in a court of first and last resort at the choice of the suitor 
well leaned in law prosecuting through his assistance of counsel peculiar jurisdiction Magistrate in Common Law 
venue. 

I, Robert J. Schaefer, either knew or should have known my so-called license issued by the appellate supreme court 
justices' does not grant me either express or implied release from my prohibitions against titles of nobility in the 
supreme Court of Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction relative to the special character of the 
private parties' when the menu is forcible entry, forcible detainer, unlawful detainer, libel and slander; said 
protections for the Sovereign Paul Kuball being under the law of descent through Right of Inheritance from our 
Mighty One, Yahweh, full well supported by my purported public oath of office before our appellate supreme court 
justices' under the mandatory and prohibitory concepts in Article of amendment the First of our national 
Constitution. 

I, Robert J. Schaefer, freely admit of the fact my public appearance in the supreme Court before the Sovereigns 
must be bonded of necessity, and without said bond my removal for cause is mandatory under the command of said 
Court of Justice keeping in compliance with the preachings of Emmanuel for twenty-one ( 21 ) verses in a row as in 
Matthew and Luke in “Holy Scriptures”. 

I, Robert J. Schaefer, either knew or should have known the criminal elements of embracery and Barratry, said 
criminal acts being repugnant to my public oath of office before our appellate supreme Court justices' even though 
not often enforced by the People in their country of Minnesota, except for this due private presentment security 
agreement “True Bill” and its damage control assessments. 

I, Robert J. Schaefer, now know and understand our unlawful detainer upon private property Rightfully owned by 
the Sovereign Paul Kuball has liability attachments pursuant to our incompetent criminal acts, whether or not we 
admit of our theft of private property at the time of this unilateral agreement with its courtesy presentment of ten (10 
) days to make substantial answer to this special Private security agreement “True Bill” by our notice and 
knowledge of this presentment through certified mailing receipts signed by the hands of the Sovereign Paul Kuball 
for public record under our own U.C.C. § 9-403 ( 1 ), keeping me, Robert J. Schaefer in substantial compliance 
with the Bank Officer's Handbook on Commercial Banking Law for reference of our legal experts in relation to 
the tenor of this tender offer by the Sovereign's choice of applicable law in their Common Law venue, original and 
exclusive jurisdiction in their Courts of Justice in their country of Minnesota not “within” the admitted bankrupt 
United States. 

I, Robert J. Schaefer, know and understand the Common Law warrant of attachment must be bonded for double the 
amount of the “True Bill”, but when so bonded by current credit money originating from the Sovereign, Paul 
Kuball, our color of law constructive fraud is faced with an ante over and above my collective bargaining causing my 
own demise by our very own shysters scheme federal common law. 

I, Robert J. Schaefer freely admit I, and my criminal co-conspirators have no legal nor lawful standing in the 
country of Minnesota for denial, delay and selling of justice or right against the private parties' relying upon our bona 
fide contention I, Robert J. Schaefer am not subject to acts of color of law committed by our titles of nobility 
prohibited from entering into the Sovereign's realm in their respective counties under our supreme Law of the Land 
in this Nation. I, Robert J. Schaefer, having exercised due diligence by discovery conversion of private owned 
property is criminal jurisdiction either within the United States or in the country of Minnesota at the choice of the 
suitor under conflict of laws when remedy is contained in pre-code law, formerly known as Negotiable Instruments 
Law, Private International Law, still recognized in the realm of the Sovereign Paul Kuball and duly presented into 
this special Private presentment security agreement “True Bill” as source of law for this bi-lateral contract with me, 
Robert J. Schaefer and other public officers bound by fidelity bonds for our public oaths of office to the People of 
the Posterity. 

I, Robert J. Schaefer either knew or should have known the titles of nobility would not fully inform me, Robert J. 
Schaefer, of our liability upon presentment by a private party of the demand for any consideration sufficient to 
support a simple contract before our magic hour of midnight, and the relevant seventy two ( 72 ) hour time limit 
which more fully binds me, Robert J. Schaefer, to specific performance to simple contract by choice of the creditor 
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in possession, supplied through this courtesy time presentment for our compliance with our obligations pursuant to 
our public oaths of office to the People. 

Upon our willful, knowing and intentional failure to state a claim upon which relief must be granted to the Sovereign 
Paul Kuball, I, Robert J. Schaefer, admit of liability for damages to Paul Kuball in the sum certain amount of 
Twenty Million Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, meaning original minted silver Coin by the United States of 
America Treasury mint, and dependent upon the bona fide acts of Robert J. Schaefer forthwith upon receipt of this 
special Private presentment security agreement “True Bill”, said damages occurring against the bona fide credit of 
Paul Kuball will become due and payable over to the Sovereign Private party Paul Kuball immediately upon my nihil 
dicit, whether or not our legal team and its current opinions are of any substance whatsoever in this law of the place 
in our country of Minnesota, non-domestic to the United States. 

By our failure of any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract, I, Robert J. Schaefer, by and through our 
corporation officers will become subject to the full faith and credit of the United States through our office of 
Comptroller of the Currency and the GAO, even including into this realm our Department of the Treasury 
administering for the Bureau of Public Debt in the District of Columbia. I, Robert J. Schaefer, further admit of my 
bona fide intent to furnish no charge a true, correct and certain copy of this special private presentment collections 
item to the above offices keeping in compliance with the full faith and credit of the United States, our domestic 
bankruptcy notwithstanding in the United States. 

This special Private security agreement “True Bill” is enforceable through our own U.C.C. rules at the choice of the 
suitor, and by our own admission of Rule 902 (3) (A) (B) 8 & 9, Rule 44.1 foreign law, Rule 9 (d) when duly placed 
into the Common Law venue by notary public from a foreign jurisdiction in the country of Minnesota in these United 
States of America. 


Attestation: on this_day of May, in the year of our Almighty God, 

Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Further I, Robert J. Schaefer sayeth naught in this special Private presentment security agreement “True Bill”. 

Private Seal: _ 

Robert J. Schaefer, individually and as agent for the public policy 
political will corporation United States, jointly and severally 

Acknowledgment:_ 

Paul Kuball, sui juris, in and for Clay county-court, country of Minnesota 

United States of America ) 

Minnesota state { organic } ) ss. before Notary Public for our Minnesota state, 

Clay county ) 


I, _ , notary public for the State of Minnesota { organic }, do 

hereby attest and acknowledge this due special Private presentment security agreement “True Bill” was duly signed 

before me on this_day of May, in the year of our Almighty Yahweh, thorough our Redeemer Emmanuel, 

Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D., by the freeman character Paul Kuball, of necessity and without recourse in his 
State. 


_, Notary Public Seal. 

My commission expires:_ 

Oath: _ , Fees: _, Affidavit: _ 

Mileage:_, Postage:_, Misc._ 
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State of the forum Common Law U.C.C. § 1-105 (N.l.L.) 

U.C.C. - 4 Private Security Agreement Non-Negotiable "True Bill" 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig vs. Missouri 29 Us (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

1, Joanne M. Smith, individually, and as purported judge in the Second Judicial District Court, county of 
Hennepin, jointly and severally attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "True Bill" U.C.C. - 4 Private 
security agreement under the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these due 
presentments for acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C. § 3-504 & U.C.C. § 3-505, through principles of 
U.C.C. § 1-103 by undue influence, principal and agent, fraud, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, duress, 
law of contracts, estoppel, bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the 
forum common law under U.C.C. § 1-105 (N.l.L.) ( conflicts of law ) herein contained agree with the 
Sovereign Donald Nelson as follows: 

On or about the 22nd day of January, 1992, 1, Joanne M, Smith, purported judge in the Second Judicial 
District Court in the county of Hennepin, in the country of Minnesota, hereby admit I did exercise 
jurisdiction in matters relating to the Sovereign Donald G. Nelson concerning the theft of private property 
which was owned by Donald G. Nelson and through my willful, knowing, and purposeful denial, delay, and 
selling of justice and right against Donald G. Nelson through our statutory legislative created tribunal of 
conciliation, our willful, knowing, and intentional acts of denial of trial by jurymen of peers for the 
Sovereign Donald G. Nelson did cause damages to the said Donald G. Nelson for many millions of Dollars 
of Money, through our own constructive fraud and perpetrated against Donald G. Nelson through my 
criminal associates titles of nobility lawyers, attorneys, solicitors, proctors, esquires and shysters condemned 
in “Holy Scriptures” by Emmanuel for twenty one verses in a row. 

Wherefore: 1, Joanne M. Smith, purported judge in Hennepin county, country of Minnesota, having this 
Notice by due presentment bona fide tender offer for specific performance pursuant to the parties' power to 
choose applicable law in their territorial realm under our own U.C.C. § 1-105 through conflicts of law, know 
and understand our house of cards is precariously perched, and based upon my answer or non-answer to this 
due presentment Private security agreement non-negotiable “True Bill”, a ninety-nine year lien ( possessory 
) could ensue, through bonded warrant of attachment clothed in our forms, both standard and non-standard 
for any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract as in U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 44 ) ( d ), and enforceable 
for the parties' under U.C.C. § 9-501 through accommodation/surety/guarantor ( U.C.C. § 3-415 ) signature 
of necessity and with prejudice based in whole or in part by my non-answer or my answer to this courtesy 
bona fide Private presentment security agreement “True Bill” in the country of Minnesota in these Unites 
States of America. 

1, Joanne M, Smith, know and understand the fundamental concept, our appellate jurisdiction is limited to 
the choice of the parties', just as this private security agreement is limited to the choice of the parties', 
however, under simple contract law, my position is controlled by pledge, for my understanding in Law, the 
Law is presumed in simple contract, and the presumption is 1, Joanne M, Smith, have bona fide taken a 
public oath of office to the Constitution of Minnesota, as well as our very large Private coiporation defined 
by us as “this state” or “State” under pains and penalties of breach of contract, which as proven by this 
Notice and Knowledge due Private presentment security agreement “True Bill” will create the prima facie 
intent of criminal conduct on my part should 1, Joanne M. Smith, fail to answer this due presentment 
Private security agreement “True Bill” within the courtesy time limit of ten ( 10 ) days by this Notice to 
Appear, granted by leave of the Court procedendo ad judicium as an integral part of praecipe whereby no 
freeman shall lose his Court. 
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I, Joanne M. Smith, know and understand the original jurisdiction in our one supreme court is exclusive at 
the choice of the parties', especially upon their due presentment of bonded warrants of attachment as against 
the delinquent parties', some of whom 1, Joanne M. Smith, know personally, either public or private, 
meaning Brian D. Wengar, a title of nobility agent in Hennepin county acting publicly and privately in 
concert with my own willful, knowing, and purposeful acts to support the International Bankruptcy through 
efforts of the International Monetary Fund, INTERPOL, and the like, orchestrated through our own State 
Bar Associations d/b/a the compact party state of Minnesota, a shadow government through copyrighted 
statutory scheme contrary to our organic law, our common law of England as it was known at the time 
Minnesota became a State. 

I, Joanne M, Smith, know and understand, by the courtesy presentments duly served upon me by the 
freemen characters' which are in fact exculpatory evidence, and must be presented into open court by me, 
Joanne M. Smith, expert witness in Hennepin county or any of the other counties in our country of 
Minnesota, for the simple reason my non-answer or answer to this special Private security agreement “True 
Bill” becomes prima facie extra-judicial evidence to break the presumption for the trier of fact to overcome 
our color of law administrative controlled hearings disguised as court, and only applicable to the class of the 
parties', but have no original and exclusive jurisdiction over the person of the freeman character Donald G. 
Nelson, nor any in rem attachment by our very large Private corporation, thereby negating any subject matter 
jurisdiction for our certified statutory judge to gain any type of jurisdiction over the exempt People, the duly 
expatriated freemen characters' in their realm which “We” of color hate and despise, as proven by our 
willful, knowing and felonious acts in our over-zealous criminal acts of perjury of our public oaths of office 
and conspiracy to commit high treason against the Constitution of Minnesota and our republican form of 
government in the country of Minnesota, the sole and exclusive right of self-governing as a free sovereign 
and independent State, the freemen character Donald G. Nelson who has duly presented this Private security 
agreement “True Bill” to me, Joanne M. Smith, as a courtesy presentment. 

I, Joanne M. Smith, know and understand legislative created tribunals are voluntary for the parties', and 
said parties' must agree to the choice of hearing officer in their common law venue, just as common law 
venue is attached to the geographical territory of the jurisdiction, and the law of the place wherein the land, 
and title of land is located, bringing in purview our supreme Law of the Land as in “Holy Scriptures”. 
Wherefore: I, Joanne M. Smith, freely admit, our federal common law does not contain remedy in 
documents of title which is quoted in our U.C.C. § 3-103, and even goes on further to say this Article does 
not deal in money. I, Joanne M, Smith, freely admit this is the reason for our own admittance of U.C.C. § 
1-103.6 which is in harmony with the common law, a pre-code remedy wherein the code is not competent to 
give remedy at the choice of the suitor, with or without resort to a legislative created tribunal as in our own 
U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 34 ) and ( 36 ) at the parties' power to choose applicable law through conflicts of law under 
U.C.C. § 1-105, which in this private security agreement “True Bill” is now admitted by me, Joanne M. 
Smith, commissioner/judge by the tenor of this special private security agreement which is in fact and in 
Law. 

I, Joanne M. Smith, as Common Law judge, freely admit, in our guaranteed republican form of 
government, in a judicial branch Court of Justice, the Justice managing his own cause is the plaintiff, which 
“We” have attempted to remove from our Minnesota corporation statute-merchant ( copyrighted by our very 
large Private corporation ) under common usage, but were in fact captured by the freemen characters' who 
have tamed our color of law statutory scheme, by their undaunted truths, which by my own admissions, or 
by my non-admissions have over-come our color of law which means a lie, common usage for lawyers, 
attorneys, solicitors, proctors, esquires, shysters and the like. 

I, Joanne M. Smith, further admit, Article V, section 26 ( here see vour own equivalent ) of our 
Constitution of Minnesota forbids our Legislative Assembly from passing any local or special laws 
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respecting the Courts of Justice which we do fully confirm in our own color of law codes under the heading 
“courts of limited jurisdiction” and our own deceptive explanation of how we certify “this state” or “State” 
justices of the peace, or our State Justices of the Peace, who by their very own prima facie money trail, 
accept pay for their public services, making them in fact the de facto style of public officer, which by our 
prima facie codes is merely a public servant employed by a public service, meaning our very large Private 
corporation a/k/a the freely associated compact party states which define ourselves as “this state” or “State” 
and are limited to our territorial realm in the District of Columbia, its territories, its possessions, its subjects 
to which it relates, its acts of congress, and its commercial nexus. 

1, Joanne M. Smith, know and understand my acts of denying a trial by jurymen of peers to Donald G. 
Nelson was repugnant to our Constitution of Minnesota as well as repugnant to our national Constitution 
which expressly preserves for Donald G. Nelson his common law trial by jury under Article of amendment 
the Seventh, anything to the contrary a breach of covenant on my part pursuant to my bona fide public oath 
of office. 

1, Joanne M. Smith, by my admission of Article V, section 26 of our Constitution of Minnesota in its 
entirety, and now making Declaratory Judgment as in our own statutory scheme, move this Private security 
agreement “True Bill” as prima facie real evidence to overcome our color of law presumption all People are 
subjects of a class under the statute-merchant, subject to majority rule, subject to our implied consent 
unilateral agreements such as this one, and bound by our cestui que trust administering for our foreign 
principals such as the IMF, the IRS, INTERPOL, the United Nations, the private Federal Reserve Banks and 
the like. 

1, Joanne M. Smith, know and understand our double agents Brian D. Wengar, Jeffrey H. Olson et al., are 
necessary parties in this justiciable controversy which can be settled with or without resort to a legislative 
created tribunal as in our own U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 34 ) and ( 36 ) where rights and remedy are synonymous for 
the Sovereign, Donald G. Nelson. 

1, Joanne M. Smith, in purview of the freemen characters', a separate and distinct class of Private parties', 
by their own choice of parties' power to choose applicable law, know and understand leave granted by the 
Court means their sole and exclusive right of self governing as a free sovereign and independent State, not 
“this state”, nor “State” as defined by our own copyrighted Minnesota statutes which are owned by our very 
large Private corporation administering to the national and international bankruptcy for our foreign 
principals, the United Nations and the like through our secretary of the treasury who is paid by the IMF, and 
not by the United States, nor the United States of America, thereby creating some confusion into this Private 
security agreement “True Bill” smacking of constructive fraud on my part, Joanne M, Smith, admitted 
commissioner for this bankruptcy proceeding, knowing full well a bankrupt party cannot state a claim upon 
which relief could be granted, but on the reverse side of this bill of exchange, the freemen characters' are the 
perfected lien creditors upon my willful, knowing and purposeful delinquency by my own Private and public 
failure to answer this perfected “True Bill” within the courtesy time limit of ten ( 10 ) days of this due 
Private presentment, extra-judicial exculpatory evidence, which I, Joanne M. Smith, freely admit into the 
hands and safe-keeping of our office of secretary of state upon my “nihil dicit”, through U.C.C. § 9-403 inter 
alia, with our secretary of state becoming the witness and public policy coiporation process receiver, both 
public and private. 

I, Joanne M, Smith, having agreed so far in this Private security agreement “True Bill” now further admit, 
under my bona fide public oath of office and in purview of the freemen character Donald G. Nelson, my 
willful, knowing, and intentional denial, delay, and selling of justice and right against Donald G. Nelson in 
Hennepin county is prima facie evidence of my perjury of my public oath of office, especially by the very 
fact I do not even have a bond placed upon public record which is mandated by our own statutory scheme in 
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our compact party state of Minnesota, thereby creating willfulness on my part to be used in a Court of 
Justice against me by the Sovereign under saving to suitors clause keeping in compliance with the concepts 
of principal over agent. Master over slave, People over public officers. 

1, Joanne M. Smith, freely admit this bona fide due Private presentment “True Bill” into open court as 
exculpatory evidence freely admitted by me, Joanne M. Smith, as expert witness for our national and 
international bankruptcy which 1, Joanne M. Smith, have so freely administered as commissioner for many 
years based upon this Court of Record, and my past performances, both public and private, in Law and in 
equity, and even including Private International Law. 

I, Joanne M. Smith, having a preponderance of the evidence by this ex parte hearing in chambers, know 
and understand, by my nihil dicit, this due Private presentment “True Bill” will become public, by the 
mixed jurisdictions enjoyed by the freemen characters in their realm ( i.e. peculiar jurisdiction ), an express 
Right as in our Constitution of Minnesota beyond the scope of authority of any public officer, or public 
servant as the class of the character relates; Wherefore: in the interests of substantial justice, by my 
Declaratory Judgment to remove any uncertainty, the freemen characters' duly expatriated, and duly 
presented to our very large Private corporation, have been damaged by criminal acts of our State Bar 
Association titles of nobility by our commissions and omissions, through our willful, knowing, and felonious 
cover-up of our criminal conspiracy scheme by our titles of nobility accepting emoluments from our very 
large Private corporation, denying, delaying and selling justice to the freemen characters' with our criminal 
intent, by our willful and knowing failure to obey our public oaths of office based upon this preponderance 
of the real evidence, extra-judicial in nature, exculpatory in nature, and prima facie presented into the hands 
of our own co-conspirators in our compact party state of Minnesota. 

1, Joanne M. Smith, admit our bogus process presented herein directly violates Article of amendment the 
Ninth of our national constitution in relation to the freemen character class of People, not of the foreign state 
of the District of Columbia. 

1, Joanne M, Smith, confess judgment for the sum certain amount of One Hundred Million ( 
100,000,000.00) dollars of current credit money in favor of the freemen character Donald G. Nelson who 
has been damaged by our very large Private corporation of “this state” by the willful, wanton, and malicious 
acts of our delinquent title of nobility agents above named, who “We” have failed to contain in any manner 
consistent with our Constitution of Minnesota as well as our national Constitution. 

1, Joanne M. Smith, further recommend, and make due order and command of mis-trial in our bogus sham 
proceeding initiated by our co-conspirator double agents Brian D. Wengar, Jeffrey H. Olson et al., aided and 
abetted by Briggs and Morgan in Hennepin county and other counties creating a constructive fraud through 
Harold Nelson, Wayne Nelson, Gunnar Nelson and others against the Sovereign Donald G. Nelson in his 
country of Minnesota in these United States of America. 

“judici satis poena est, quod Deum habet ultorem” 

Further I, Joanne M. Smith, sayeth naught: teste this_day of_, 1995. 

Attest 


Joanne M. Smith, bona fide signature, bona fide fidelity signature, in purview of public oath of 
office freely admitted prima facie extra-judicial evidence with or without resort to a tribunal 

Acknowledgment: teste meipso this_day of_, in the year of our Almighty God, 

in Jesus name, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 
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Donald G. Nelson, sui juris, in personam, in and for Ramsey county, country of Minnesota 
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State of the Forum Common Law UCC/MCA § 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C./FS-4 Private Security Agreement non-negotiable “True Bill” 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig v. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Lincoln county attorney Sprinkle, individually, and as purported public servant “within” the United States, jointly 
and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable “True Bill” U.C.C./FS-4 Private security agreement under 
the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these due presentments for acceptance without 
dishonor under U.C.C./MCA §§ 30-3-504 & 505, through principles of U.C.C./MCA 30-1-103 by undue influence, 
principal and agent, fraud, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, duress, law of contracts, estoppel, bankruptcy and 
other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum common law under U.C.C./MCA § 30-1-105 
(N.I.L.) herein contained agree with the Sovereign Cecil Storms in his country of Montana as follows: 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, hereby declare in the form of declaratory judgment as prima facie real evidence to be 
entered into any Court of Justice as Court of Record or also into any legislative created tribunal pursuant to Article 
V, section 1 of our national Constitution the following facts in Law in relation to the private character Cecil Storms 
in his country of Montana, “other jurisdiction” from our political will public policy limited liability municipal 
corporation compact party state of Montana d/b/a agency for the District of Columbia, its States, its state, its 
territories, its possessions, and its subjects of which I, county attorney Sprinkle freely admit I am a United States 
citizen subject. 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, further declare my opinion to Coral M. Cummings as basis for her letter dated March 
31, 1995, mailed to the Sovereign Cecil Storms contained errors and untruths without any basis in Law for my 
judicial determinations while acting as purported county attorney for the Justices' in and for Lincoln county, country 
of Montana in these several States in our Nation in America. 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, either knew or should have known the difference between a document and an 
instrument, and the difference between the compact party state of Montana and the “other jurisdiction” country of 
Montana under its traditional form of self government by the People who are the State in fact as found in Texas vs. 
White, 7 Wall. 700-743 ( 1869). 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, know and understand I have no lawful authority nor lawful power to choose which 
private parties' could file their instruments for public record in and for Lincoln county even when my attitude and 
acts are controlled by the State Bar of Montana through their non-registered foreign agent(s) titles of nobility 
forbidden under our Constitution of Montana and pursuant to my public oath of office to the People in the country of 
Montana. 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, freely admit of the fact my public oath of office compels me to carry a fidelity bond 
while acting as Lincoln county attorney, and if said fidelity bond is not on public record my office is vacant, 
subjecting me to removal from office as duly contained within the Montana Codes Annotated. 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, further freely admit for all to see the fact I do not have any such fidelity bond upon my 
public oath of office in and for Lincoln county causing damages to the Sovereign Cecil Storms by my acts of 
delinquency and perjury of my public oath of office to the People in the country of Montana. 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, know and understand our Montana Codes Annotated compel the office of the county 
attorney to prosecute me for my delinquent acts of not having a fidelity bond on my public oath of office in and for 
Lincoln county, which presents prima facie the fact the purported county court clerk and recorder Coral M. 
Cummings and 1, county attorney Sprinkle are engaged in acts of conspiracy to perjure our public oaths of office in 
and for Lincoln county for reasons of fact neither Coral M. Cummings nor I, county attorney Sprinkle have a fidelity 
bond on our public oath of office in and for Lincoln county causing the office of Lincoln county-court 
commissioners the need to remove the two delinquents from public office and to suspend pay to said delinquents, 
meaning in this instant cause of action Coral M. Cummings and me, county attorney Sprinkle. 
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I, county attorney Sprinkle, either knew or should have known Cecil Storms is not an agent of Rodney O. Skurdal, 
and that Roy C. Rodeghiero is a delinquent in Musselshell county who signed a bogus temporary restraining order to 
fulfill the whims of our criminal accomplices title of nobility State Bar of Montana in our violent overthrow of our 
guaranteed republican form of self-government as mandated by our national Constitution at Article V, section 4 for 
the People of the Posterity who have not sold their native born birthright to mammon, nor to Lucifer and the Masonic 
fraternity of black-robed chancery agents. 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, know and understand the principle found in “ Holy Scriptures ” a man is worthy of his 
hire, and by my willful, knowing, and purposeful acts by commissions and by omissions I, county attorney Sprinkle, 
have committed a breach of covenant with the People causing damages to the Sovereign Cecil Storms in and for 
Lincoln county which must be remedied by me, county attorney Sprinkle at my earliest possible haste to prevent 
further damages to the State in fact, Cecil Storms in his country of Montana not subject to our limited liability 
political will public policy municipal corporation District of Columbia and its subject class of United States citizen. 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, either knew or should have known the fact in Law my public oath of office compels me 
to obey Chapter 45 of Magna Charta which I, county attorney Sprinkle, now freely admit 1 have never read even 
though my public oath of office must comply with this precept. 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, further declare in this special private security agreement “True Bill” the freeman 
character Cecil Storms has become subject to my own public policy political will opinions without any lawful basis 
for my acts, whether by commissions or by omissions in relation to the intent of my public oath of office to the 
People, even under the known circumstances I, county attorney Sprinkle, have failed to place upon public record my 
fidelity bond to hold public office in and for Lincoln county. 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, further declare the fact I either knew or should have known the Sovereign Cecil Storms 
could rely upon his Common Law venue through exclusive jurisdiction in our one Supreme Court in its original and 
exclusive jurisdiction whereby no freeman shall lose his Court provided for said freeman character in our organic 
law Magna Charta found in the Revised Codes of Montana, Volume One, first document and full well acknowledged 
by our public policy copyrighted statute/merchant codes at MCA 1-11-101 through MCA 1-11-103, complimented 
by our own Uniform Commercial Code sections 1-105 under territorial application of the act for the freeman 
character to choose applicable law under supplementary principles of law found in U.C.C. § 1-103, particularly at 
section 1-103.6 found in Anderson’s on the Uniform Commercial C ode which recognizes the Common Law, and 
the fact our statute/merchant codes must be in compliance with principles of Common Law and complimentary 
thereto. 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, freely declare the concepts in our Constitution of Montana found at Article V, section 
26 are applicable to the freeman character Cecil Storms in his country of Montana, “other jurisdiction” in relation to 
our subject class of United States citizens, providing a guarantee for the freeman character Cecil Storms Rights and 
Remedy as full well admitted under our color of law statute/merchant codes found in U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 34 ) and (36) 
whereby the trier of fact must proceed under the presumption rule until duly presented with a preponderance of the 
evidence to controvert the common usage presumption, thereby reserving of Right to the freeman character Cecil 
Storms his Court of Justice expressly enumerated in Article V, section 26, supra. 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, full well know and understand it is my responsibility to know the facts before I make 
public through my letters acting in concert with Coral M. Cummings, lies, misinformation, libel, slander and untruths 
directly related to the freeman character Cecil Storms in his country of Montana which could and did cause direct 
and indirect damages of credit slander to the freeman character Cecil Storms, further causing damages to the freeman 
character by me, county attorney Sprinkle, and through willful, knowing, and intentional aiding and abetting by 
Coral M. Cummings in Lincoln county who did unjustly enrich our corporation and its officers by printing our lies, 
libel, and untruths which could have been discovered by due diligence upon our part to prevent the direct and 
indirect damages caused to the freeman character Cecil Storms in his country of Montana in these united States of 
America expressly “without” the United States, its territories, its possessions, its subjects, its States or its states. 
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I, county attorney Sprinkle, declare the Common Law is the rule of decision in all our Courts of Justice in our 
country of Montana and full well recognized by our color of law statutes even though deceptively hidden through 
words of art caused by our prohibited titles of nobility corporations hell bent upon their own destruction whether or 
whether not caused with or without scienter through acts known as constructive fraud committed by our own Coral 
M. Cummings, Roy C. Rodeghiero, and with my aiding and abetting the corporation criminal court system acting 
under color of law through prohibited titles of nobility expressly forbidden in our Constitution of Montana as well as 
our national Constitution. 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, either knew or should have known there are two parallel forms of government in our 
country of Montana, one being the traditional organic law admitted through the enabling act causing our country of 
Montana to be on an equal footing with the original thirteen colonies, and the other jurisdiction being the contractual 
form of government for the slaves in the form of United States citizens owing allegiance to a foreign prince and 
power through agencies such as INTERPOL, the International Monetary Fund, Federal Reserve Board, S.S., 

I.R.S., State Bar of Montana, appellate supreme court justices, Department of Commerce, Department of Justice, 
federal judges, United States Marshals, Bureau of Prisons, county of Lincoln of the state of Montana and the like. 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, by my free admittance of the facts contained in the above sentence, declare the freeman 
character Cecil Storms is Sovereign in his country of Montana through provisions in our Constitution of Montana 
under Article III, section 2 whereby the People rule under their sole and exclusive right of self-governing as a free 
sovereign and independent State, over and above their agents under the law of principal and agent through simple 
contract law fortified by the public officers public oaths of office to the People in direct relation to the class of 
inhabitant, either free or slave as the cause of action may be for the private parties'. 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, declare further the freeman character Cecil Storms has an unalienable Right of 
Inheritance from Almighty Yahweh which I, county attorney Sprinkle, and my employer county of Lincoln of the 
state of Montana cannot impair nor impede in any manner whatsoever in his country of Montana, but based upon our 
willful, knowing, and intentional acts for our own unjust enrichments through ultra vires acts of our public policy 
political will limited liability municipal corporation United States, we, Coral M. Cummings, Roy C. Rodeghiero, 
Jane E. Mang, Joseph P. Mazurek and me, county attorney Sprinkle, have become liable for our acts of trespass 
against the good character of the freeman Cecil Storms in his country of Montana causing this special private 
presentment security agreement “True Bill” to be issued and served upon me, county attorney Sprinkle, as a 
courtesy presentment with ten ( 10 ) day time limit for me to make a bona fide answer or forever keep my silence 
under our supreme Law of the Land as duly presented in our national Constitution under Article VI, clause 2, 
synonymous with Chapter 61 of Magna Charta. 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, either knew or should have known the subject class of United States citizen has no 
authority to invoke judicial power against the freeman character Cecil Storms in his country of Montana by the 
express prohibitions contained in Article of amendment the Eleventh of our national Constitution and proven by the 
Sovereign Cecil Storms in numerous presentments to our public policy political will limited liability municipal 
corporation admitted bankrupt by acts of congress in the District of Columbia. 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, freely admit the fact my due diligence in the specific performance of my public oath of 
office was omitted causing damages to the Sovereign Cecil Storms in excess of One Hundred Million 
(100,000,000.00) Dollars of Lawful Money of Account in the form of minted Coin, payable over on sight to the 
Sovereign Cecil Storms through my willful, knowing and purposeful denial, delay, and selling of justice and right 
against the Sovereign Cecil Storms in his country of Montana upon my willful failure to make answer to the 
Sovereign Cecil Storms within the ten ( 10 ) day courtesy special presentment private security agreement “True 
Bill” served upon me by the Sovereign Cecil Storms in and for Lincoln county in his country of Montana “other 
jurisdiction” as found in our copyrighted public policy limited liability codes. 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, freely admit in this special private presentment security agreement “True Bill” our own 
admitted federal common law is known as the Uniform Commercial Code drafted by our own members of our 
fraternal brotherhood of lawyers, attorneys, proctors, esquires, advocates, solicitors and shysters through our State 
Bar Associations, our American Bar Association acting in concert with the International Bar Associations, titles of 
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nobility expressly forbidden under the Constitution of Montana and our national Constitution which compels specific 
performance from our public officers under their public oaths of office to our appellate supreme court in its 
voluntary jurisdiction. 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, know and understand our National Association banks must answer to our office of 
Comptroller of the Currency as surety for said banks when it becomes obvious we have no gold nor silver minted 
Coin in our vaults and do not deal in money but merely deal in bills of exchange in the form of notes, checks, 
certificates of deposit and drafts, all collectible for the Sovereign Cecil Storms in his foreign country of Montana 
through use of notary public as in our own Rule 902 (3) (A) (B) 8 & 9, especially when judicial notice of foreign law 
is made mandatory upon our corporation state by the Sovereign freeman character Cecil Storms through use of our 
own Rule 44.1. 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, freely admit the Sovereign freeman character Cecil Storms could make due presentment 
to our United States corporation to protect his private interests in his perfected securities accounts receivable at a 
Bank as duly presented in our own Bank Officers Handbook on Commercial Banking Law which expressly 
provides for punishments against our Banks under U.C.C. § 3-419 for acts of criminal conversion by the rule of law 
under simple contract the Banks are the debtors in possession and must perform to simple contract law by midnight 
of the banking day or become liable for the full face amount of the instrument upon notice of protest in the Courts of 
Justice, with or without resort to a legislative created tribunal and proven for the trier of fact under section 21-40 
quoted in pertinent part only for this special private presentment security agreement “True Bill” to wit: “When 
items for collection are sent directly to the drawee-bank, the bank is under a dual capacity — to act as 
agent for the owner to collect from itself and, also, to pay the instrument.” “In the collection provision 
under the Commercial Code, the bank has until midnight of the day it receives the item to settle for it 54 and 
until midnight of the next business day to pay, to return it, or to send notice of dishonor. 55 " “If the bank fails 
to act within this time, it is ‘accountable for the amount of the item. 60 ” “If the instrument is properly 
presented for acceptance, failure to act within the time allowed for acceptance will make the bank 
accountable. 61 ” “Under the Commercial Code, refusal to pay or to return an instrument amounts to a 
conversion on the part of the bank and it is liable for the amount of the instrument. 62, “In practice, the 
bank's duties are about the same under the Commercial Code as they were under previous Negotiable 
Instruments Law.” 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, know and understand our public officers duties as provided by acts of congress fully 
acknowledge our national Constitution at Article IV, clause 1, through the full faith and credit of any Court of Justice 
within our Land, meaning our republic States, the foreign country of Montana being one on an equal footing with the 
original thirteen ( 13 ) colonies and fortified through our own admittance in our color of law statute/merchant codes 
known as Montana Code Annotated keeping our corporation of limited liability on course through our surety via 
office of the Comptroller of the Currency who must accept a bona fide tender offer on sight from the Sovereign 
freeman character Cecil Storms through involuntary bankruptcy of our own admitted infidels caught up in our own 
non-compliance with simple contract law which supersedes our own color of law Uniform Commercial Code when 
properly invoked by the Sovereign freeman character Cecil Storms through section 1-105 under conflicts of law, 
Private International Law, and the Negotiable Instalments Law, coupled with legal consequences against our public 
policy political will limited liability corporation at U.C.C. § 1-103.6 which must be in harmony with the Common 
Law and complimentary thereto for the Sovereign freeman character Cecil Storms “without recourse” in his foreign 
country of Montana in these united States of America. 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, freely admit our office of the Comptroller of the Currency must contract to pay over to 
the Sovereign freeman character Cecil Storms in like consideration the full face amount of the instrument upon our 
willful, knowing, and purposeful dishonor for bona fide tender offer of accounts receivable at a Bank or in the 
alternative the Sovereign freeman character Cecil Storms could implement the provisions of our own Title 28 at 
section 1743 against any office of the Postmaster for demand payment upon the bills of exchange, with recourse at 
Title 28 section 2710 through warrant (writ) of attachment against our agency Post Offices to satisfy the concepts of 
simple contract law as duly contained in U.C.C. § 1.103 looking to pre-Code law for Rights and Remedy for the 
Sovereign freeman character Cecil Storms as explained in our U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 34 ) and ( 36 ). 
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I, county attorney Sprinkle, either knew or should have known and therefore declare our United States is doing 
business under the federal common law which is in fact the Uniform Commercial Code which operates upon a 
presumption all the People are statutory defined “persons” either inhabiting “within” the United States or effectively 
connected with the conduct of a trade or business “within” the United States, and the Sovereign freeman character 
Cecil Storms is not such a “person” by our prima facie records which prove said Sovereign has duly expatriated from 
“within” our admitted bankrupt United States and is freely inhabiting in his foreign country of Montana, his native 
birthright origin as an American national free inhabitant not subject to our United States citizens color of law 
contracts and unilateral agreements foisted upon the unwary through compelled benefits statutory schemes of 
licentiousness forbidden in the Book of Jude in “ Holy Scriptures ”. 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, know and understand our own U.C.C. recognizes the effect of foreign judgments as a 
set-off, and upon my willful failure to make timely answer within the courtesy presentment ten ( 10 ) days of receipt 
of this special collections “True Bill”, I, county attorney Sprinkle, will become liable for the sum certain amount of 
One Hundred (100,000,000.00) Million Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, gold minted Coin, or silver minted 
Coin from our Treasury of these united States of America under our national government in relation to the several 
States, the foreign country of Montana being one of these separate jurisdictions from our political will public policy 
limited liability admitted bankrupt corporation “within” the United States. 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, freely admit our feigned enforcement powers “within” the United States in the past have 
been in direct violation of Article of amendment the Eleventh which prohibits our United States citizens from 
invoking the judicial power of the United States in any legislative created tribunal a/k/a United States District Court 
for the District of Montana unless and until the Sovereign freeman character Cecil Storms would have willfully, 
knowingly, and voluntarily waived his Common Law venue in his foreign State, meaning expressly his country of 
Montana in Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction under saving to suitors clause of our national 
Constitution in harmony with our organic Constitution of Montana as duly proclaimed and ratified by the People in 
Eighteen Hundred Eighty Four and Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine A.D.. 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, admit of our constructive fraud in relation to my opinion for Coral M. Cummings letters 
concerning matters of the Sovereign freeman character Cecil Storms in his country of Montana, wherein is stated to 
the effect I, county attorney Sprinkle, denied the Sovereign Cecil Storms his Court of Record in and for Lincoln 
county. 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail, and under our system, no 
matter how colorable, the Uniform Commercial Code was adequate to punish even our most mentally corrupt and 
deficient delinquents “within” our United States. 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, individually, and as purported public officer “within” the United States, jointly and 
severally, know and understand the term constructive fraud with or without scienter, and the term conversion, and the 
term consideration, and the term obligation of contract, therefore, based upon this special, express, and explicit 
knowledge, I, county attorney Sprinkle, individually, and jointly and severally will become liable to the free 
inhabitant Cecil Storms in his country of Montana on sight, on demand, should I, county attorney Sprinkle, fail to 
comprehend the magnitude of my omissions and commissions under simple contract Law, especially under the 
supremacy Common Law, a/k/a as our organic Law in harmony with “Holy Scriptures”, the foundation of our Law, 
and for reasons in contract Law I, county attorney Sprinkle, would fail to answer this due private presentment 
security agreement “True Bill” in any manner whatsoever by this tender offer for any consideration sufficient to 
support a simple contract under the provisions of U.C.C./MCA 30-1-103 which provide for bankruptcy and estoppel 
caused by fraud, coercion, undue influence, misrepresentation, principal and agent through the Common Law under 
UCC 1-103.6 as in Anderson's on the Uniform Commercial Code , and as explained more fully in the Bank 
Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking Law , and in conjunction with the U.C.C. at § 3-103(1) which 1 know 
and understand is quoted: “This Article does not apply to money, documents of title,— 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, admit in this Private security agreement “True Bill”, the fact I do know and understand 
the term accommodation, and the term surety, and the term guarantor, and the term Maker, the term Payee, and the 
term Drawer as could be duly presented in a special Private collections item, restricted endorsement Documentary 
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Draft (distress warrant) or certified money order, drawn “without recourse” by the Sovereign free inhabitant Cecil 
Storms in his country of Montana, without prejudice to the Sovereign in his Common Law venue state of the forum 
under the Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and through a Privately bonded Notary Public under 
protest as in Rule 9(d), 44.1, 902(3)(A)(B) 8 & 9, enforceable under U.C.C. § 9-501 “nihil dicit”, when duly 
presented for audit at the office of the united States of America Postmaster in Trego, Montana state through the full 
faith and credit clause of our national Constitution in our Nation in America. 

I, county attorney Sprinkle, admit conversion is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through Common Law 
Affidavit in this Montana state in these several States in this union of States in America. 

Further I sayeth naught. 

Done and dated this_day of April, Nineteen Flundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Attestation: by Sprinkle, individually, and as Lincoln county attorney, jointly and severally 

PRIVATE SEAL: _ 

county attorney Sprinkle, bona fide, and subject “nihil dicit” 

Acknowledgment: by the free inhabitant Cecil Storms in Law, in our country of Montana 

teste meipso this_day of April, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, 

through our Redeemer Yahshua, Nineteen Flundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 


PER 


CURIAM: 


Cecil Storms, in personam, in re, in Lincoln county, in our country of Montana, 
united States of America, expressly not “within” the United States 
c/o P.O. Box 246, Trego, Montana state, non-domestic mailing location 
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U.C.C./FS - 4 Private Security Agreement Non-Negotiable "True Bill" 

means bargain of the parties in fact 

Craig vs. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, individually, and acting under color of law as foreign agent for our corporation United States 
Postal Service, jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "True Bill" U.C.C./FS - 4 Private 
security agreement under the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these due Presentments 
for acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C./MCA §§ 30-3-504, 501 & 505, through principles of U.C.C./MCA § 30- 
1-103 by undue influence, principal and agent, fraud, duress, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, estoppel, law of 
contracts, bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum Common Law under 
U.C.C./MCA § 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) ( conflict of laws ) ( choice of law ) herein contained agree with the sovereign 
LeRoy Michael., Schweitzer in his country of Montana as follows: 

On the day of September 8th, Nineteen hundred ninety five, A.D., at 250 E. St., S.W., city of Washington, District 
of Columbia, I, Daniel P. Stipano, acting under color of law, color of right, and color of authority without the scope of 
my lawful authority did then and there willfully, knowingly, and purposefully issue a fraudulent document utilizing the 
united States of America mail to further my own criminal objectives willfully, knowingly, and intentionally conspiring 
with my criminal accomplices to slander the good name, the good standing, the good credit, the lawful contract 
concerning private property from private parties' without just cause creating liability for our admitted bankrupt public 
policy political will United States corporation due to our willful, knowing, and felonious acts induced upon us by a title 
of nobility franchise a/k/a American Bar Association and its associated State Bar Associations through their purported 
licensed agents acting under color of law, color of right, color of authority without any due process as mandated by our 
national Constitution by Article of amendment the Fifth in direct relation to the special class of the free inhabitant 
"State in fact" LeRoy Michael., Schweitzer under our supreme Law of the Land in the country of Montana, a separate 
venue and jurisdiction from our "other jurisdiction" United States. 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, acting in concert through our corporation Postal Service, either knew or should have known our 
banking law does not permit me, Daniel P. Stipano, from invoking my judicial opinions concerning special private 
collections formally protested by Notary Public in the foreign country of Montana without a Court of Justice having 
heard the matter publicly, with ample opportunity for the private parties' to be heard. I, Daniel P. Stipano freely admit 
our record does not reflect the existence of this pertinent fact, and therefore I, Daniel P. Stipano, and my willful, 
knowing criminal accomplices in our "other jurisdiction" are subsequently liable to the injured private parties’ by our 
willful, knowing and felonious acts through slander of private property which was placed into our confidence through 
bona fide tender of good faith safe-keeping under the full faith and credit clause of our national Constitution in these 
united States of America, expressly and explicitly not "within" our admitted bankrupt United States limited liability 
political will public policy alien corporation. 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, furnish prima facie for this public record in and for Garfield county court in the foreign country of 
Montana the intent of my criminal letter signed by me, Daniel P. Stipano on the 8th day of September, in our District 
of Columbia, the fact we took the advice of an attorney acting for the forbidden titles of nobility pursuant to our 
national Constitution and our Constitution of California Republic state, said criminal advice having caused us to 
commit mail fraud with intent to slander the good credit of the "State in fact" LeRoy Michael., Schweitzer, thereby 
impeding commerce and impairing the obligation of contract, said criminal acts being repugnant to our national 
Constitution and our Constitution of California Republic state as well as the Constitution of Montana state in relation 
to the special character of the private parties'. 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, non-registered foreign agent acting under color of law for the United States Postal Service 
corporation freely admit my criminal letter against the "State in fact" LeRoy Michael., Schweitzer who is now fully 
engaged in special private collections through various Uniform Commercial Code common usages and other pre-Code 
remedies for the Sovereign and private credit holders who have had their bona fide credit slandered by our criminal 
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acts of deceptive trade practices, bad faith, and theft of private property without due process as mandated by Article of 
amendment the Fifth of our national Constitution under our supreme Law of the Land in their non-domestic Common 
Law venue, exclusive jurisdiction in their choice of territorial application of the act, parties' power to choose applicable 
law under U.C.C. § 1-105 coupled with our willful, knowing, and felonious acts in relation to protections for the 
Sovereign at U.C.C. § 1-103.6 by the Sovereign's invoking their further protections under U.C.C. § 1-207.7, utilizing 
concepts in U.C.C. § 9-501 with or without resort to a Legislative Assembly created tribunal relying upon U.C.C. § 1- 
201 ( 34 ) & ( 36 ) for Rights and Remedy which accompany U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 44 ) ( d ) for any consideration 
sufficient to support a simple contract under Common Law when an implied agreement is not waived, but is instead 
remedied by simple contract law under the law of the place by our Constitution of Montana state and the national 
Constitution which forbids me, Daniel P. Stipano, from impeding commerce, impairing the obligation of contract, 
enacting ex post facto law, and creating bills of attainder against the "State in fact" LeRoy Michael., Schweitzer, my 
Master through our own federal common law a/k/a U.C.C. § 1-103.6 principal over agent and law of contract. 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, further admit we acted prematurely in relation to my criminal intent letter in private matters 
concerning the sovereign "State in fact" LeRoy Michael., Schweitzer in his foreign country of Montana, especially 
when the substance of said criminal letter emanated from my purported opinion based upon my own ignorant, evil, 
wicked and demented whims, unfounded in Law, and more explicitly unfounded in our own nisi prius statutory realm 
administering for our own admitted public policy political will limited liability bankrupt municipal alien corporation 
United States, it territories, its possessions, its subjects, its residents, its citizens, its treaties and admitted criminals. 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, either knew or should have kn own the intent of Court of International Trade as expressly 
enumerated in our own United States Code at Title 28 which expressly presents the fact of exclusive jurisdiction by 
Notary Public after fonnal protest in any county, parish, township or precinct in the several States of organic birth, 
specially distinct from our illegitimate birth by acts of congress foisted upon the unwary People of the Posterity who 
owe their allegiance of BirthRight to their Almighty Yahweh as found in the Common Law "Holy Scriptures" through 
their "peculiar" jurisdiction and "special" venue. 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, either knew or should have known § 98 as found in 20th Century Bookkeeping and Accounting 
Fifteenth Edition by James W. Baker and published by SOUTH-WESTERN PUBLISHING CO. in Cincinnati, 
Chicago, New York, San Francisco expressly presents quote; "Protest. Each person or business concern whose name 
appears as an endorser on any commercial paper (for instance, check, note, or draft) guarantees payment provided the 
holder will first present the paper to the one who is responsible for payment and thus endeavor to make collection. 

The law provides that the only evidence the holder can use as a defense in a case of court action is the protest by a 
notary public. This protest is a form which the notary public sends to each endorser after he has presented the paper to 
the one responsible for its payment and payment has been refused. (i.e.) The Starr Piano Co. sells the note received 
from the Acme Amusement Co. (Illustration "c" in § 87) to the First National Bank, endorsing the note as evidence of 
transfer. On the date the note falls due, the bank presents it at the office of the Acme Amusement Co. and demands 
payment from the official who signed the note; payment is refused. The note is given to a notary public and he 
presents it to the same official. If payment is still refused, he notifies the Starr Piano Co. on the proper legal form. 
Unless the ha nk had taken this procedure, the Starr Piano co. would have been relieved of the responsibility of making 
payment, and the bank would have lost the amount unless it could collect from the Acme Amusement Co. 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, either knew or should have known our own Bank Officers Handbook on Commercial Banking 
Law at § 21-40 expressly presents quote; "In the collection provision under the Commercial Code, the bank has until 
midnight of the day it receives the item to settle for it 54 and until midnight of the next business day to pay, to return 
it, or to send notice of dishonor." "If the bank fails to act within this time, it is ’accountable for the amount of the 
item. 5 8 If the instrument is properly presented for acceptance, failure to act within the time allowed for acceptance 
will make the bank accountable.62 In practice, the bank's duties are about the same under the Commercial Code as 
they were under the previous Negotiable Instruments Law." 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, either knew or should have known the fact presented in above mentioned book at § 1-103:32 as 
quoted; "Rights under the Code are governed by the common-law rule of equitable estoppel which places liability upon 
the person who could have prevented a wrong. Hence the defense of estoppel is available under the Code.9 " 
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I, Daniel P. Stipano, either knew or should have known "The right of suit authorized by UCC §3-415 by the 
accommodation party against the accommodated party is not exclusive and the accommodation party may enforce any 
non-Code remedy available against the accommodated party." 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, either knew or should have known "The Code has not changed the pre-Code criminal law 
applicable to crimes relating to commercial paper." 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, either knew or should have known "The Code has not altered the pre-Code law governing 
execution of judgments." 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, either knew or should have known "The Code cannot be read to preclude a common law action." 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, either knew or should have known "The Code expressly preserves the principles governing 'fraud 
and misrepresentation’.20 "And it has been broadly stated that 'principles of estoppel and good faith underlie the entire 
Uniform Commercial Code, including the provisions of Article 9.T9 " 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, either knew or should have known "conversion" is found at U.C.C. § 3-419 which expressly 
presents the fact quoted; "(2) In an action against a drawee under subsection (1) the measure of the drawee’s liability is 
the face amount of the instrument." 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, either knew or should have known the face amount of this special private collections instrument 
item/draft is Five billion Dollars of Lawful Money of Account in our several States in this Nation in North America as 
it relates to the "State in fact" LeRoy Michael., Schweitzer by due presentment by notary public in Court of 
International Trade under exclusive jurisdiction by Common Law venue under Law of the Place, Justus Township, 
Garfield county, country of Montana, united States of America expressly and explicitly "without" the admitted 
bankrupt United States. 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, having discovered by due diligence the above described facts in Law, have agreed to make 
restitution to the injured private parties' forthwith in the interests of our other public policy political will alien 
corporation United States stock-holders, mortgage holders and the like in responsive attempts to save our hide(s), a 
common tenn of the West known in this law of the place, Justus Township, Brusett, Montana state, united States of 
America. Our tender offer will be duly presented to the "State in fact" LeRoy Michael., Schweitzer within his courtesy 
time limit upon our alien commercial enterprise under our specific performance obligations to ten ( 10 ) days to make 
up our minds and the minds of our stock-holders who share our limited liability under our political will public policy 
d/b/a United States. 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, fully recognize the limited concepts comprehended by our legal staff in relation to our own 
devised U.C.C., but taking this limitation in stride, and fully admitting of our freeze against private contractual right of 
the sovereign in account number 8520799406, We, my criminal accomplices United States citizens and myself, Daniel 
P. Stipano, will be burning the midnight oil for the next few weeks in our attempts to nullify our ramifications of 
criminal conversion of private property, aiding and abetting in criminal conversion of private property which is not, 
was not, and could not be subject to the mere whims of Daniel P. Stipano while our admitted bankrupt corporation 
United States is acting as the prostitute for the State Bar of Montana, impairing the obligations of contract and 
impeding commerce in the country of Montana, a foreign country in relation to the state of Montana as known by 
statutory construction created by our prohibited titles of nobility willful, knowing, and purposeful criminal 
accomplices. 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, now know and understand our willful, knowing, and purposeful credit slander upon private owned 
property of the State in fact LeRoy Michael., Schweitzer has liability attachments pursuant to our incompetent acts, 
whether or not we admit of our theft of private property at the time of this unilateral agreement with its courtesy 
presentment of ten ( 10 ) days to make substantial answer to this special Private security agreement "True Bill" by our 
notice and knowledge of this presentment by certified mailing receipts signed by the hands of the Sovereign "State in 
fact" for public record under our own U.C.C. § 9-403 ( 1 ), keeping me, Daniel P. Stipano, in substantial compliance 
with the Bank Officer's Handbook on Commercial Banking Law for reference of our legal experts in relation to the 
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tenor of this special private tender offer by the Sovereign's choice of applicable law in his Common Law venue, 
original and exclusive jurisdiction in his Courts of Justice in his country of Montana not "within” the United States. 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, freely admit we have no legal nor lawful standing in the foreign country of Montana for denial, 
delay and selling of justice and Right to the private parties', merely relying upon our bona fide contention Daniel P. 
Stipano is not subject to acts of color of law committed by titles of nobility prohibited from entering into the 
Sovereign's realm in their respective counties under our supreme Law of the Land in this Nation in North America. I, 
Daniel P. Stipano, having exercised due diligence have discovered conversion of private property is criminal 
jurisdiction either within the United States or in the foreign country of Montana at the choice of the suitor under 
conflict of laws when remedy is contained in pre-Code law, formerly kn own as Negotiable Instruments Law, still 
recognized in the realm of the Sovereign "State in fact" and duly presented into this special Private presentment 
security agreement "True Bill" as source of law for this bi-lateral contract with Daniel P. Stipano and our municipal 
corporation officers. 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, freely admit the sovereign "State in fact" duly instructed me through this lawful caveat of 
damages which could accrue against me in my public office for any mal-feasance, mis-feasance, nuis-feasance, non¬ 
feasance, or perjury upon my public oath of office whether or not I, Daniel P. Stipano, did obey the supreme Law of 
the Land and duly bond my public oath of office with Dollars of Money as provided by Law in our organic 
Constitution of Montana state as well as our Constitution of California Republic state, and further supported by our 
national Constitution which still contains the principles of Magna Charta, of which I, Daniel P. Stipano, must now 
admit I did not give a whit, nor did I care to diligently discover my obligations until this "True Bill" became public as 
the Right and Duty of the Sovereign "State in fact" LeRoy Michael., Schweitzer to compel specific performance from 
the subject under the principle stated by the founding fathers in our Nation by binding them down with the chains of 
the Constitution. I, Daniel P. Stipano, know the principle in "Holy Scriptures" compels the hireling to be faithful to his 
Master, in his State. 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, know and understand the principles of principal and agent, and therefore, in the interests of 
substantial justice, and in compliance with any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract as found in our 
own federal common law at U.C.C. § 1-201 (44) (d) in purview of my public oath of office to the sovereign "State in 
fact" LeRoy Michael., Schweitzer, and by our limited liability public policy insurance adjuster in our corporation state 
of California, I, Daniel P. Stipano, must make timely answer within ten ( 10 ) days to this due Presentment private 
security agreement "True Bill" in the law of the place under the tenor of this agreement, or in the alternative, by this 
courtesy presentment, and upon my continued failure to state a claim upon which relief could be granted, I, Daniel P. 
Stipano, am liable to the sovereign "State in fact" LeRoy Michael., Schweitzer for the sum certain amount of Five 
Billion (5,000,000,000,000.00 ) Dollars of Money in his State, in Garfield county in our united States of America so 
help me God, similar to my public oath of office which must be obeyed by me, Daniel P. Stipano, under simple 
contract law in the foreign country of Montana, a peculiar venue separate jurisdiction from within our admitted 
bankrupt alien United States. 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, either knew or should have known certain color of law Uniform Commercial Code concepts 
which the sovereign "State in fact" LeRoy Michael., Schweitzer has applied to me in my delinquent state, some of 
which are contained in this special Private security agreement "True Bill" causing my demise in this state as contained 
in the copyrighted codes which my criminal associates also do not fully comprehend nor obey. Said codes include but 
are not limited to the following: U.C.C. sections 1-207.7, 1-103.6, 1-105, 9-501, 9-403(1), 3-501, 3-401, 3-504, 3-505, 
3-601, and Rule of Evidence 902 (3)(A)(B) 8 & 9 especially in respect of notary public in foreign jurisdictions under 
Rule 44.1 and the like, all made an integral part of this special, express, and explicit Private security agreement "True 
Bill" under simple contract law, with remedy for the sovereign free inhabitant "State in fact" LeRoy Michael., 
Schweitzer under U.C.C. § 1-201 (34) & ( 36 ), through pre-Code law of necessity to prevent irreparable injury to 
innocent Private parties'. 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, know full well our supreme Law of the Land created by our Mighty One Yahweh, was founded 
by men of great integrity and character, very similar to the freeman character LeRoy Michael., Schweitzer who has 
given to me private and public notice and knowledge which should have prevented my complicity with the infidels 
and criminal delinquents upon my own understanding of right from wrong, whether or whether not coupled with my 
greed, envy, hatred, obfuscation and spite. 
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I, Daniel P. Stipano, either knew or should have known the fact our nisi prius corporation courts are corrupt to the 
core, very similar to my retained counsel Bar Association agents acting as titles of nobility which are forbidden from 
trespass upon the "State in fact" LeRoy Michael., Schweitzer by their public oaths of office as recorded with the office 
of our appellate branch of our supreme court in our State of Montana, compact party state of Montana not-with- 
standing. 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, either knew or should have known my willful and knowing criminal accomplices United States 
citizens would have to answer in one form or another for our willful and knowing participation in theft of Private 
property via constructive fraud, with or without resort to a tribunal, but nevertheless subject to our own aliens rules 
a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code through our devisees shysters chastised by Emmanuel as in Luke in "Holy 
Scriptures". 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the prima facie real 
evidence I, Daniel P. Stipano, having retained a puppet for the State Bar of California, the State Bar of Montana and 
their kind, having accepted blindly their sub-culture, am now in this unilateral agreement up to and including over my 
head with no where to go but for truth which cleanses all, in due time ex vi tennini in the King's Bench. 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, know and understand Private contracts supersede mere unilateral agreements, and the relief and 
remedy available for the "State in fact" LeRoy Michael., Schweitzer is presented in our own customs manual, even 
though I, Daniel P. Stipano, and my criminal accomplices have no clue as to how or why it works this way, even 
though my own acquiescence will subdue me in my present path of disrespect, greed, and self-aggrandizements which 
no association Bar attorney nor licensed lawyer can explain nor correct our errors other than full confession and 
restitution for damages already caused to the "State in fact" LeRoy Michael., Schweitzer in Justus Township in and for 
Garfield county in his foreign country of Montana in these several States in our Nation in America. 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, know and understand my hired lawyer and attorney associates own Uniform Commercial Code 
cannot be defended by their club a/k/a State Bar of California, State Bar of Montana when Lawfully applied against us 
by the learned and wise men such as free inhabitant LeRoy Michael., Schweitzer in Justus Township in and for 
Garfield county, the peculiar treasure of necessity who has implemented by free choice his original and exclusive 
jurisdiction in Common Law venue, leaving our immoral commercial concepts wailing and gnashing in our own alien 
confusion which is duly exposed in the short Book of Jude in "Holy Scriptures". 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide non-negotiable private presentment security 
agreement "True Bill" from the sovereign free inhabitant LeRoy Michael., Schweitzer under his sole and exclusive 
Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State, a willful and knowing breach of contract subjects 
me, Daniel P. Stipano, to Private and public punishments while under specific performance through delegation of 
authority, whether or whether not I, Daniel P. Stipano, have been misguided, misinformed, maligned and mislead by 
my willful and knowing fraternal brethren criminal accomplices named herein. 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail in the foreign country of Montana, and 
under our alien's "system", no matter how colorable, the Unifonn Commercial Code was adequate to punish even our 
most mentally corrupt and deficient delinquents, insurgents, infidels and criminal co-conspirators in our corporation 
color of law jurisdictions. 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, individually, and as willful and knowing criminal accomplice of my fraternal associates above 
named, jointly and severally, know and understand the term constructive fraud with or without scienter, and the term 
conversion, and the tenn consideration, and the term obligation of contract, therefore; based upon this special, express, 
and explicit knowledge, I, Daniel P. Stipano, individually, and as accomplice acting in concert with my criminal 
associates above named, jointly and severally will become liable to the freeman character "State in fact" LeRoy 
Michael., Schweitzer on sight, on demand, should I, Daniel P. Stipano, fail to comprehend the magnitude of my 
omissions and commissions under simple contract Law, especially under our supremacy Common Law, a/k/a as our 
organic Law in harmony with "Holy Scriptures", the foundation of our Law, and specifically for reasons in simple 
contract Law I, Daniel P. Stipano, would fail to answer this due private presentment non-negotiable security agreement 
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"True Bill" in any manner whatsoever by this tender offer for any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract, 
especially under the provisions of U.C.C. § 1-103 which provide for misrepresentation, undue influence, duress, 
principal and agent, bankruptcy and estoppel, through the Common Law under U.C.C. § 1-103.6 as in Anderson's on 
the Unifonn Commercial Code, and as explained more fully in the Bank Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking 
Law, and in conjunction with the UCC at § 3-103(1) which 1 know and understand is quoted: "This Article does not 
apply to money, documents of title,-". 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, do not fully understand the difference between the terms non-negotiable and negotiable, but after 
this special private security agreement "True Bill" extended to me by the courtesy of making an answer within ten (10) 
days to the freeman character "State in fact" LeRoy Michael., Schweitzer, I, Daniel P. Stipano, admit this is ample 
time for me to leam this most important facet in Law. 

1, Daniel P. Stipano, either knew or should have known our forbidden titles of nobility would not fully inform me, 
Daniel P. Stipano, nor our corporation Postal Service of our public policy limited liability upon presentment by a 
private party of the demand for any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract before our magic hour of 
midnight, and the relevant seventy two ( 72 ) hour time limit which more fully binds me, Daniel P. Stipano, to specific 
perfonnance to simple contract by choice of the judgment lien creditor in possession, supplied through this courtesy 
time presentment for our compliance with our obligations in direct relation to the Master. 

Upon our willful, knowing and intentional failure to state a claim upon which relief must be granted to the Sovereign, 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, freely admit of liability for damages against the "State in fact" LeRoy Michael., Schweitzer in his 
foreign country of Montana in the sum certain amount of Five Billion (5,000,000,000,000.00) Dollars of Lawful 
Money of Account, meaning original minted silver Coin by the United States of America treasury mint, and dependent 
upon the bona fide acts of Daniel P. Stipano forthwith upon receipt of this special Private presentment security 
agreement "True Bill", said damages occurring against the bona fide private credit collections of the "State in fact" 
LeRoy Michael., Schweitzer in his "other jurisdiction" will become due and payable over to the sovereign Private 
party immediately upon our nihil dicit (personal judgment), whether or not our legal team and its current opinions are 
of any substance whatsoever in this law of the place in our country of Montana, non-domestic to the admitted bankrupt 
limited liability alien corporation United States. 

I, Daniel P. Stipano, upon this courtesy due special private presentment "True Bill", acting bona fide for the creditor, 
without delay, admit of my criminal intent speciously presented in my letter of September 8th, 1995, and hereby make 
my public record of intent to rectify the situation by my confession in open Court, in Garfield county court, whether by 
nihil dicit or open confession sworn before witnesses, to prevent prima facie perjury upon my public oath of office, my 
delegation of authority not-with-standing. 

By my failure of any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract, I, Daniel P. Stipano, by and through our 
high-ranking officers in our alien corporation United States Postal Service will become subject to the full faith and 
credit of the United States of America at Article IV, section 1 through our office of Comptroller of the Currency and 
the GAO, even including into this realm our Department of the Treasury administering for the Bureau of Public Debt 
in the District of Columbia. I, Daniel P. Stipano, further admit of our bona fide intent to furnish no charge a true, 
correct and certain copy of this special private presentment collections item to the above offices and officers keeping 
in compliance with the full faith and credit of the United States of America pursuant to my public oath of office and 
my corporation supervisor's public oath of office, our domestic bankruptcy not-with-standing in our United States. 

This special Private security agreement "True Bill" is enforceable through our own U.C.C. rules at the choice of the 
suitor by the law of the place in Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction, after fonnal protest by Court 
of International Trade and by our own admission of Rule of Evidence 902 (3) (A) (B) 8 & 9, Rule of Evidence 44.1 ( 
judicial notice of foreign law ), Rule 9 (e) when duly placed into the Common Law venue by notary public from a 
foreign jurisdiction in the country of Montana in these united States of America. 

Our date of attestation on this_day of December, in the year of our Almighty God, Nineteen hundred ninety five, 

A.D.. 
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Further I, Daniel P. Stipano, sayeth naught in this special Private presentment security agreement "True Bill". 

Attestation Seal:_ 

Daniel P. Stipano, individually, and as Postal Service employee, jointly and severally for the United States 

Office of the Comptroller of the Currency, Enforcement & Compliance Division 

250 E. Street, S.W., city of Washington, District of Columbia, P.Z. 20219, @ FAX (202) 874-5301 

Acknowledgment:_ 

LeRoy M. Schweitzer, Justice of Peace in Justus Township, in Garfield county 

in our country of Montana, in these several States in our Nation in these united States of America 

united States of America ) 

Montana state { organic } ) ss. before Notary Public for our Montana state, non-domestic to the United States 

Garfield county ) 

Justus Township ) 

I,_, notary public for Montana state) organic }, do hereby attest and 

acknowledge this due special Private presentment security agreement "True Bill" was duly signed before me on this 

_day of December, in the year of our Almighty Yahweh, thorough our Redeemer Emmanuel, Nineteen 

hundred ninety five, A.D., by the freeman character "State in fact" LeRoy Michael., Schweitzer, of necessity and 
without recourse in his State. 

Notary Public Seal. _, 

My commission expires:_ 

Oath:_ 

Fees:_ Volume_, Page_. 

Affidavit:_ 

Mileage:_ 

Postage:_ 
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State of the Forum Common Law UCC § 1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C.-4 Private Security Agreement non-negotiable “True Bill” 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig v. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Thomas M. Stringer, individually, and as purported judge for the public policy political will limited liability 
United States corporation, jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable “True Bill” U.C.C.- 4 
Private security agreement under the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these due pre¬ 
sentments for acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C. §§ 3-504 & 505, through principles of U.C.C. § 1-103 by 
undue influence, principal and agent, fraud, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, duress, law of contracts, estoppel, 
bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum common law under U.C.C. § 1- 
105 (N.I.L.) herein contained agree with the Sovereign Paul Kuball as follows: 

I, Thomas M. Stringer, freely admit that sometime during the latter part of Nineteen Hundred Ninety One, A.D., 
while I was employed as agent for the private corporation County of Clay of the state of Minnesota, I, Thomas M. 
Stringer, did then and there begin a constructive fraud against the Sovereign Paul Kuball under his protections of 
Magna Charta chapter 40, to none will we deny, delay, or sell justice or right, whereby we, my co-conspirators and 
myself did act under color of law in our nisi prius contract courts created by the legislative assembly without the 
protections for the Sovereign Paul Kuball as guaranteed under Article of amendment the Seventh in his one supreme 
Court of first and last resort in and for Clay county organized for judicial purposes and guaranteed for the Sovereign 
at Article IV, section 4 and Article IV, section 2 of our national Constitution via full faith and credit clause of Article 
IV, section 1 of our national Constitution. 

I, Thomas M. Stringer, further admit that pursuant to the above stated acts committed by me, Thomas M. Stringer, 
my intent was to cover-up our willful, knowing, and intentional acts of our democracy form of governing over our 
slaves commonly known as United States citizen subjects to acts of congress who created said subjects, whether 
under color of law, color of right, color of authority or in any other manner whatsoever. 

I, Thomas M. Stringer, freely admit in this special private presentment security agreement “True Bill” our own 
admitted federal common law is known as the Uniform Commercial Code drafted by our own members of our 
fraternal brotherhood of lawyers, attorneys, proctors, esquires, advocates, solicitors and shysters through our State 
Bar Associations, our American Bar Association acting in concert with the International Bar Associations, titles of 
nobility expressly forbidden under the Constitution of Minnesota and our national Constitution which compels 
specific performance from me under my public oath of office through delegation of authority from my supervisor and 
head of our private corporation headquartered in the District of Columbia. 

I, Thomas M. Stringer, know and understand our National Association banks must answer to our office of 
Comptroller of the Currency as surety for said banks when it becomes obvious said National Banks have no gold nor 
silver in their vaults and do not deal in money but merely deal in bills of exchange in the form of notes, checks, 
certificates of deposit and drafts, all collectible for the Sovereign Paul Kuball in his foreign country of Minnesota 
through use of notary public as in our own Rule 902 (3) (A) (B) 8 & 9, especially when judicial notice of foreign law 
is made mandatory by the Sovereign Paul Kuball through use of our own Rule 44.1. 

I, Thomas M. Stringer, freely admit the fact the Sovereign Paul Kuball, through due presentment to our United 
States corporation to protect the private interests in his perfected securities accounts receivable at a Bank as duly 
presented in our own Bank Officers Handbook on Commercial Banking Law which expressly provides for 
punishments against our Banks under U.C.C. § 3-419 for acts of criminal conversion by the rule of law under simple 
contract, the Banks are the debtors in possession and must perform to simple contract law by midnight of the banking 
day or become liable for the frill face amount of the instrument upon notice of protest in the Courts of Justice, with or 
without resort to a legislative created tribunal and proven for me under section 21 -40 quoted in pertinent part only 
for this special private presentment security agreement “True Bill” to wit: “When items for collection are sent 
directly to the drawee-bank, the bank is under a dual capacity — to act as agent for the owner to collect from itself 
and, also, to pay the instrument. ” “In the collection provision under the Commercial Code, the bank has until 
midnight of the day it receives the item to settle for it 54 and until midnight of the next business day to pay, to return 
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it, or to send notice of dishonor. 55 “If the bank fails to act within this time, it is ‘accountable for the amount of’ the 
item. 60 If the instrument is properly presented for acceptance, failure to act within the time allowed for 
acceptance will make the bank accountable. 61 “Under the Commercial Code, refusal to pay or to return an 
instrument amounts to a conversion on the part of the bank and it is liable for the amount of the instrument. 62 “In 
practice, the bank's duties are about the same under the Commercial Code as they were under previous Negotiable 
Instruments Law. ” 

I, Thomas M. Stringer, know and understand our duties as provided by acts of congress fully encompass our 
national Constitution at Article IV, clause 1 through the full faith and credit of any Court of Justice within our Land, 
meaning our republic States, the foreign country of Minnesota being one on an equal footing with the original 
thirteen ( 13 ) colonies and fortified through our own admittance in our color of law statute/merchant codes known as 
Minnesota Code Annotated keeping our corporation of limited liability on course through our surety the office of the 
Comptroller of the Currency who must accept a bona fide tender offer on sight from the Sovereign Paul Kuball 
through involuntary bankruptcy of our own admitted infidels caught up in our own non-compliance with simple 
contract law which supersedes our own color of law Uniform Commercial Code when properly invoked by the 
Sovereign Paul Kuball through section 1-105 under conflicts of law, Private International Law, and the Negotiable 
Instruments Law, coupled with legal consequences against our public policy political will corporation at U.C.C. § 1- 
103.6 which must be in harmony with the common law and complimentary thereto for the Sovereign Paul Kuball 
“without recourse” in his foreign country of Minnesota in these united States of America. 

I, Thomas M. Stringer, freely admit our office of the Comptroller of the Currency must contract to pay over to the 
Sovereign Paul Kuball in like consideration the full face amount of the instrument upon our willful, knowing, and 
purposeful dishonor for bona fide tender offer of accounts receivable at a Bank, or in the alternative, the Sovereign 
Paul Kuball could implement the provisions of our own United States Code Title 28 at section 1743 against any 
office of the Postmaster for demand payment upon the bills of exchange, with recourse at U.S.C., Title 28 section 
2710 through warrant (writ) of attachment against our agency Post Offices to satisfy the concepts of simple contract 
law as duly contained in U.C.C. § 1.103 looking to pre-Code law for rights and remedy for the Sovereign Paul 
Kuball as explained in our U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 34 ) and ( 36 ). 

I, Thomas M. Stringer, either knew or should have known our admitted bankrupt United States is doing business 
under the federal common law which is in fact the Uniform Commercial Code which operates upon a presumption all 
the People are statutory defined “persons” either inhabiting “within” the United States or effectively connected with 
the conduct of a trade or business within the United States, and the Sovereign, Paul Kuball is not such a “person” by 
our prima facie records which prove said Sovereign has duly expatriated from “within” our admitted bankrupt United 
States and is freely inhabiting in his foreign country of Minnesota, his native birthright origin as an American 
national free inhabitant not subject to our United States citizens color of law contracts and unilateral agreements 
foisted upon the unwary through compelled benefits statutory schemes of licentiousness forbidden in the Book of 
Jude in “ Holy Scriptures ”. 

I, Thomas M. Stringer, know and understand our own color of law U.C.C. recognizes the effect of foreign 
judgments as a set-off, and upon my willfi.il failure to make timely answer within the courtesy presentment ten (10) 
days of receipt of this special collections “True Bill”, I, Thomas M. Stringer and my wife, will become liable for 
the sum certain amount of Fifty (50,000,000.00) Million Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, gold minted Coin, or 
silver minted Coin from our Treasury of these united States of America under our national government in relation to 
the several States, the foreign country of Minnesota being one of these separate jurisdictions from our political will 
public policy admitted bankrupt corporation United States. 

I, Thomas M. Stringer, freely admit our feigned enforcement powers “within” the United States in the past have 
been in direct violation of Article of amendment the Eleventh which prohibits our United States citizens from 
invoking the judicial power of the United States in any legislative created tribunal a/k/a United States District Court 
for the District of Minnesota unless and until the Sovereign Paul Kuball would have willfully, knowingly, and 
voluntarily waived his Common Law venue in his foreign State, meaning expressly his country of Minnesota in 
Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction under saving to suitors clause of our national Constitution in 
harmony with the Constitution of Minnesota. 
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I, Thomas M. Stringer, admit of our constructive fraud in relation to our unlawful attempt of seizure of private 
property Rightfully owned and possessed by the Sovereign Paul Kuball in his “other jurisdiction" country of 
Minnesota, by the very fact we could not gain lawful document of title to said private property without first having 
upheld our public oaths of office for trial by jurymen of peers subject to chapter 45 of Magna Charta in Common 
Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction for the Sovereign in matters of Right of owning private property in 
Clay county, country of Minnesota expressly not within our admitted bankrupt United States, its territories, its 
subject, its treaties and its possessions. 

I, Thomas M. Stringer, either knew or should have known my willful and knowing criminal accomplices and I, 
Thomas M. Stringer, would have to answer in one form or another for our willful and knowing participation in theft 
of Private property rightfully owned by the Sovereign Paul Kuball in his country of Minnesota “other jurisdiction”, 
with or without resort to a tribunal, but nevertheless subject to our own devious rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial 
Code through our devisees shysters commonly known as the State Bar of Minnesota. 

I, Thomas M. Stringer, know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the prima facie real 
evidence I, Thomas M. Stringer, being a foreign agent taking pay for presumed specific performance from the 
agency state of Minnesota through their principal United States, must obey simple contract law, or become liable 
upon said contract. Even my attorney advisers knew and understood this elementary principal, but in our 
programmed mental condition. We, my co-conspirators and criminal accomplices named in this Private security 
agreement “True Bill” and I, Thomas M. Stringer, did willfully and knowingly take the responsibility for our own 
actions or inactions, with appropriate punishments becoming evident from time to time as truth prevails in the 
foreign country of Minnesota for the Sovereign Paul Kuball seeking remedy in his supreme Court of first and last 
resort. 

I, Thomas M. Stringer, know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide presentment, a breach of contract 
subjects me, Thomas M. Stringer, to Private and public punishments while under specific performance of public 
oath of office through delegation of authority, whether or whether not I, Thomas M. Stringer, have been misguided, 
misinformed, maligned and mislead by my willful and knowing criminal accomplices named herein. 

I, Thomas M. Stringer, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail in the foreign country of 
Minnesota, and under our United States system, no matter how colorable, the Uniform Commercial Code was 
adequate to punish even our most mentally corrupt and deficient delinquents “within" our United States. 

I, Thomas M. Stringer, individually, and as non-registered foreign agent “within" the United States, jointly and 
severally, know and understand the term constructive fraud with or without scienter, and the term conversion, and the 
term consideration, and the term obligation of contract, therefore, based upon this special, express, and explicit 
knowledge, I, Thomas M. Stringer, individually, and as non-registered foreign agent, jointly and severally will 
become liable to the free inhabitant Paul Kuball in his country of Minnesota on sight, on demand, should 1, Thomas 
M. Stringer, fail to comprehend the magnitude of my omissions and commissions under simple contract Law, 
especially under the supremacy Common Law, a/k/a as our organic Law in harmony with “ Holy Scriptures ”, the 
foundation of our Law, and for reasons in contract Law I, Thomas M. Stringer, would fail to answer this due 
private presentment security agreement “True Bill” in any manner whatsoever by this tender offer for any 
consideration sufficient to support a simple contract under the provisions of U.C.C. § 1-103 which provide for 
bankruptcy and estoppel caused by fraud, coercion, undue influence, misrepresentation, principal and agent through 
the Common Law under UCC 1-103.6 as in Anderson's on the Uniform Commercial Code , and as explained more 
fully in the Bank Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking Law , and in conjunction with the U.C.C. at § 3- 
103(1) which 1 know and understand is quoted: “This Article does not apply to money, documents of title,-— 

For my willful and knowing participation in my aiding and abetting the County of Clay of the state of Minnesota in 
conversion of Private property concerning the Sovereign Paul Kuball in his country of Minnesota, I, Thomas M. 
Stringer, now know I must answer this courtesy presentment within ten (10) days of this service upon me, or through 
my continued ignorance in Law, coupled with the pressures of my willful and knowing accomplices, I, Thomas M. 
Stringer, will become liable for the sum certain amount of damages occurring to the Sovereign Paul Kuball in this 
Private matter for Fifty Million (50,000,000.00) Dollars of Lawful Money of Account, especially under our own 
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rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code which was adopted by my adviser accomplices themselves, purportedly 
learned in law. 

I, Thomas M. Stringer, admit in this Private security agreement “True Bill”, the fact 1 do know and understand the 
term accommodation, and the term surety, and the term guarantor, and the term Maker, and the term Payee, and the 
term Drawer as could be duly presented in a special Private collections item, restricted endorsement Documentary 
Draft ( distress warrant) or certified money order, drawn “without recourse” by the Sovereign, free inhabitant Paul 
Kuball in his “other jurisdiction” country of Minnesota, without prejudice to the Sovereign in his Common Law 
venue state of the forum under the Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and through a Privately 
bonded Notary Public under protest as in Rule 9(d), 44.1, 902(3)(A)(B) 8 & 9, enforceable under UCC 9-501 "nihil 
dicif’, when duly presented for audit at the office of the united States of America Postmaster in Borup, Minnesota 
state through the full faith and credit clause of our national Constitution in our Nation in America. 

I, Thomas M. Stringer, admit conversion is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through Common Law Affidavit 
in this Minnesota state in these several States in this union of States in America. 

Done and dated this_day of May, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 


Attestation: by Thomas M. Stringer, individually, and as purported judge in Clay county, jointly and severally for the United States 

“judici satis poena est, quod Deum habet ultorem” 


PRIVATE SEAL: 


Thomas M. Stringer, bona fide, and subject “nihil dicit” 


Acknowledgment: by the free inhabitant Paul Kuball in Law, in our country of Minnesota 

teste meipso this_day of May, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, 

through our Redeemer, Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 


PER 


CURIAM: 


Paul Kuball, sui juris, in Clay county, in our country of Minnesota, 
united States of America, expressly not “within” the United States 
c/o RR 1, Box 28, Borup, Minnesota state, non-domestic mailing location 

NOTARY PUBLIC SEAL: 


, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately bonded. 

I, , notary public in our County and State aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge 

the above described document as true, correct and certain, duly signed before me by the freeman character known as Paul Kuball, 
on this_day of May, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Fees:_ 

Oath:_ 

Postage:_ 

Mileage:_ 

Affidavit:_ 

Misc:_ 
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State of the forum Common Law UCC § 1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C.-4 Private Security Agreement Non-Negotiable "True Bill" 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig Vs. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, individually, and as purported executive officer for the United States District Court, District of 
South Dakota, Central Division, jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "True Bill" U.C.C.-4 
Private security agreement under the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these special Pre¬ 
sentments for acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C. §§ 3-504, 501 & 505, through principles of U.C.C. § 1-103 by 
undue influence, principal and agent, fraud, duress, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, estoppel, law of contracts, 
bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum common law under U.C.C. § 1-105 
(N.I.L. ) herein contained agree with the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his country of South Dakota as follows: 

On or about the 26th day of April, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D., in Dewey county, Isabel, South 
Dakota state, United States of America, I, Charles O. Dresbach, purported executive officer employed by the executive 
branch of the United States government, while accepting payment for my purported services to the People did willfully, 
knowingly, and purposefully cause to be issued and served a purported summons in a criminal case no. CR95-30029 
concerning private matters of Right of possession of private property owned by the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his 
“other jurisdiction" country of South Dakota expressly not “within" our admitted bankrupt United States and its 
jurisdictions over its subjects/citizens created by acts of congress rather than by an act of Almighty God in Common 
Law venue, said peculiar venue being reserved to the People inviolate at their Sovereign will through their sole and 
exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State not effectively connected with the compact 
party state of South Dakota d/b/a the United States under common usage federal common law a/k/a Uniform 
Commercial Code. 

By the tenor of our summons in a criminal case, I, Charles O. Dresbach, have presented prima facie my conflict of 
interest, especially for the very fact I, Charles O. Dresbach, freely admit for this special private presentment security 
agreement “True Bill” my real evidence of federal form 61 which proves the double character of the purported hearing 
executive officer Mark A. Moreno as willful accomplice in relation to the special character of the private parties' who 
may come voluntarily before our nisi prius legislative created tribunal hearing matters of contract before matters of law 
have been established in a judicial forum for the People who have discovered our constructive fraud and are no longer 
becoming liable to our color of law, color of right, and color of authority over mere statutory defined “persons”, our 
aliens of artificial entity through political will which cannot be compelled against the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in 
his peculiar jurisdiction through his non-waiver of his Common Law venue in his original and exclusive one supreme 
Court in Dewey county court in his country of South Dakota exempt from our territorial realm, meaning our ten square 
miles of the District of Columbia, its possessions, and its subjects through contract law. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, full well know and admit 1 have no original jurisdiction over the proper person of Arnold G. 
Wiedmer in his country of South Dakota “other jurisdiction", nor does our nisi prius tribunal acting under United States 
jurisdiction have any in personam, in rem, nor subject matter jurisdiction over the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer 
through his special, express and explicit reservation of protections under his Article of amendment the Eleventh of our 
national Constitution prohibiting our United States citizens/subjects from invoking judicial power of the United States 
against a State wherein Arnold G. Wiedmer in his exclusive jurisdiction under Common Law venue has effectively 
blocked our nisi prius tribunal from compelled performance over the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his “other 
jurisdiction" evidenced by my public oath of office and my fidelity bond for specific performance in relation to writ of 
covenant synonymous with writ of praecipe whereby no freeman shall lose his Court. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, further admit in direct relation to the above sentence and based upon the preponderance of the 
real evidence supplied to me by courtesy presentment from the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his “other jurisdiction" 
one supreme Court in and for Dewey county, the Justices' in our Tenth Circuit Court have already overcome my 
presumption of jurisdiction causing a criminal element against me, Charles O. Dresbach in this special private 
presentment should I, Charles O. Dresbach attempt to further subvert our supreme Law of the Land which is obligatory 
upon me under Article VI, clause 1 and 2 of our national Constitution, titles of nobility notwithstanding in our nisi prius 
tribunals limited to facts in connection with contracts containing consent, consideration and at least two parties' who 
have put up something of value for said consideration, looking to pre-Code law for remedy for the Sovereign Arnold G. 
Wiedmer under U.C.C. § 1-103.6 in harmony with U.C.C. § 1-105 through conflicts of law via Private International Law 
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under the former Negotiable Instruments Law by parties' power to choose applicable law under territorial application of 
the act, said territorial application of the act now being in Dewey county court, the one supreme Court of original and 
exclusive jurisdiction for the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer as presented by our very own Title 28, U.S.C., Supreme 
Court Rules, “other jurisdiction” Rule 17.1 and more fully acknowledged by the Justices' of our Tenth Circuit Court 
order and judgment res judicata, by attachment as an integral part of this special private presentment security agreement 
“True Bill”. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, full well contemplating the above stated presentment and its intent, know and understand any 
further trespass upon Private Right owned by the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his exclusive jurisdiction in Common 
Law venue in his country of South Dakota “other jurisdiction” will become criminal intent to commit trespass upon the 
Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in direct violation of my public oath of office to the People in South Dakota state causing 
warrant of arrest upon me for perjury upon my public oath of office, said willful act of perjury being synonymous with 
acts of tyranny with commensurate punishment for the guilty party, or parties as the cause of action occurs in Dewey 
county court invoked by the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer of necessity pursuant to my prior court record proven by 
common usage. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, either knew or should have known titles of nobility are forbidden in the Sovereign's country of 
South Dakota, “other jurisdiction” from our purported compact party state of South Dakota public policy political will 
limited liability insurance corporation acting as agency for the admitted bankrupt United States and its foreign principals 
and powers, said acts being repugnant to the Sovereign's Constitution of South Dakota and repugnant to our national 
Constitution, thereby furthering my prima facie conflict of interest as admitted by me through prima facie intent via my 
criminal accomplices federal form 61 on public record with the office of the clerk in our nisi prius tribunal United States 
District Court, District of South Dakota, Central Division, Pierre, SD, a regional area for the common herd United States 
citizens/subjects residents of the compact party state of South Dakota d/b/a democracy repugnant to Article IV, section 4 
of our national Constitution and applicable for the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in this special private presentment 
security agreement “True Bill” without recourse for the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer under our own U.C.C. § 1- 
207.7. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, know and understand the People have a sole and exclusive right of self-governing as a free 
sovereign and independent State in their country of South Dakota under our parallel forms of government, even though 
my title of nobility character and corporation status command me to accept my Baal from my mentors, our Title of 
Nobility State Bar of South Dakota black-robed fraternal brotherhood, similar to the style of “person” so hated and 
despised by Emmanuel in Luke in Holy Scriptures for twenty one (21) verses in a row. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, either knew or should have known our so-called summons in a criminal case CR95-30029 
against Arnold G. Wiedmer was construed to be my submission to obey the international banking cartel, the I.M.F., the 
Department of the Treasury, and others of our immoral ilk owing allegiance to a foreign power which is contrary to the 
title of nobility prohibition original thirteenth amendment to our national Constitution quoted as follows: 

“Article XIII 

“If any citizen of the United States shall Accept, claim, receive or retain any title of nobility or honour, 
or shall, without the consent of Congress, accept and retain any present, pension, office or 
emolument of any kind whatever, from any emperor, king, prince or foreign power, such person shall 
cease to be a citizen of the United States, and shall be incapable of holding any office of trust or 
profit under them, or either of, them.” 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, either knew or should have known perfected securities when tendered to the debtor in 
possession become an asset at a Bank, and are immediately collectable through special private collections at the 
midnight hour at said Bank, especially upon formal protest from the country of South Dakota through office of notary 
public and due presentment at any Post Office, the G. A.O. in each of the several States in our union in America, full well 
protected for the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer through compliance by me, Charles O. Dresbach of Article IV, section 
1 of our national Constitution through my fidelity bond pursuant to my bona fide public oath of office duly recorded in 
and for Dewey county court in compliance with the Foreign Agents Registration Act of 1938, synonymous with our own 
U.S.C. Title 18 section 2385 carrying a ten ( 10 ) thousand Dollar penalty and felony jail term for its willful breach of 
spirit and intent proven prima facie against me by public court record. 
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I, Charles O. Dresbach, know and understand Texas vs. White, 7 Wall. 700-743, ( 1869 ) proves the Sovereign Arnold 
G. Wiedmer is the State in fact in united States of America jurisdiction admitted by our parallel forms of government via 
U.S.C. Title 28, section 1746 ( 1 ) vs. 1746 ( 2 ) and further acknowledged in Title 28, U.S.C. Rules of evidence 1101 
footnotes under subdivision (a) quoted: "These various provisions do not in terms describe the same courts. In 
congressional usage the phrase “district courts of the United States, ” without further qualification, traditionally has 
included the district courts established by Congress in the states under Article III of the Constitution, which are 
“constitutional” courts, and has not included the territorial courts created under Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2, 
which are “legislative” courts." 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, further admit of the fact the Bank Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking Law at § 
21-40, presents concepts of criminal conversion under duties and obligations of the Bank, even though I did not 
altogether understand the fact the Bank is the debtor in possession as collections agent for our own admitted national 
bankruptcy as presented in our own Title 22, U.S.C., and further explained in Anderson's on the Uniform Commercial 
Code § 3-419 concerning criminal conversion, either by non-acceptance or by non-payment for any consideration 
sufficient to support a simple contract under U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 44 ) ( d ). 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, either knew or should have known conflicts of law are found at U.C.C. § 1-105 through 
territorial application of the act and by parties' power to choose applicable law in their country of South Dakota, a 
separate peculiar and distinct jurisdiction and Common Law venue from our public policy political will cestui que trust 
administering for the Department of Commerce which our criminal mentors willful accomplices have dubbed the 
Supreme Court, meaning our black-robed fraternal brethren in Pierre, South Dakota, known to us by the use of the 
symbol "SD”. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, freely admit of the fact I will never openly read this special private security agreement “True 
Bill” in Dewey county court meetings for fear the People will rebel and fire me on the spot with further deportation 
process against me for my admitted conflict of interest and commensurate ignorance of the law, public oath of office to 
our Department of Commerce notwithstanding in Law. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, know and understand my opinion has the same value as our so-called summons in a criminal 
case which I did cause to be presented to the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in "other jurisdiction” even though my inner 
conspiratorial conflicts of interest became manifest to the People in Dewey county court who have due authority and 
judicial power under our Constitution of South Dakota to abolish my job, and my opinions at their will under their own 
guarantees of Article III, section 23 of their Constitution of South Dakota which expressly denies our titles of nobility 
from entering into the Sovereign's realm unless leave is granted by the Court. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, being subject to my own willful, knowing, and ignorant acts conceived upon my programmed 
sub-culture in our social experiment stations of public learning know and understand the concepts of the long-standing 
phrase quoted; “If the shoe fits, wear it”, and, “The Truth hurts.” 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, have openly exposed myself to the People in Dewey county court through my use of the pen, 
or misuse as the cause of action may be in direct relation to the character of the private third parties', and subject to any 
consideration sufficient to support a simple contract by supplementary provisions of law under our own admitted U.C.C. 
§ 1- 103 through pre-Code remedy, said remedy through U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 34 ) and ( 36 ) with or without resort to a 
legislative created tribunal and its executive branch employees under conflict of interest holding offices of profit and 
gain under our own admitted bankrupt United States who cannot state a claim upon which relief could be granted by the 
Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his “other jurisdiction”. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, either knew or should have known the Common Law is the rule of decision for the Sovereign 
Arnold G. Wiedmer in his “other jurisdiction” superseding mere statutory construction and by the will of the People who 
rule over me and our incestuous State Bar of South Dakota title of nobility franchise barred by the People in their Courts 
of Justice in their Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction in Dewey county court. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, further admit our ignorance of the law is no excuse and by this courtesy due presentment by 
the Sovereign, Arnold G. Wiedmer, I, Charles O. Dresbach, have ten ( 10 ) days in which to make a substantial answer 
to this special Private security agreement “True Bill”, or in the alternative, coupled with my ignorance quotient and 
based upon our prior willful, knowing and ignorant acts, I, Charles O. Dresbach, will become individually, and jointly 
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and severally liable to the Sovereign, Arnold G. Wiedmer, in his “other jurisdiction’’ for in excess of One Hundred 
Million ( 100,000,000.00 ) Dollars of Lawful Money of Account under our supreme Law of the Land at Article VI, cl. 1 
& 2 national Constitution which I, Charles O. Dresbach, have no real competent authority to make any determination at 
this point in time, opinions of our willful and knowing criminal co-conspirators State Bar of South Dakota 
notwithstanding. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, know and understand the People have regained their Sovereignty over their subjects, and their 
remedy in this special Private security agreement “True Bill” is incomprehensible to me, Charles O. Dresbach in my 
particular mental state of conflict of interest, but nevertheless quite adequate for the principal over the agent, especially 
by our subordinate position linked with our simple contract obligations to the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his 
“other jurisdiction” country of South Dakota who possesses certain knowledge extremely lacking by me, Charles O. 
Dresbach, in this corporation state. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the prima facie real 
evidence I, Charles O. Dresbach, being an executive appointed agent taking pay for presumed specific performance, 
must obey simple contract law, or become liable upon said simple contract. Even our attorney advisers knew and 
understood this elementary principal, but in our programmed mental condition. We, our criminal co-conspirators and 
willful accomplices named in this Private security agreement “True Bill” and I, Charles O. Dresbach, did willfully and 
knowingly take the responsibility for our own actions or inactions, with appropriate punishments becoming evident from 
time to time as truth prevails in Dewey county court in our country of South Dakota. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, know and understand Private contracts supersede our Constitutional authority, but at the same 
time our Constitutional authority limits me, Charles O. Dresbach, from blindly accepting the misrepresentations and 
undue influence of our willful and knowing criminal accomplices, without having applied due diligence on our own part, 
to correct our misguided and maligned application of duties to the Sovereign, Arnold G. Wiedmer, but in this particular 
instance I, Charles O. Dresbach, chose to submit myself to the commercial harlot Babylon, with commensurate 
liabilities attaching directly to me, Charles O. Dresbach in my mental state. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide private Presentment “True Bill”, a breach 
of contract subjects me, Charles O. Dresbach, to Private and public punishments while under specific performance of 
public oath of office through delegation of authority, whether or whether not I, Charles O. Dresbach, have been 
misguided, misinformed, and mislead by our willful and knowing criminal accomplices named herein in our political 
will public policy limited liability corporation d/b/a the Department of Commerce through compact with the United 
States. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail, and under our system, no matter 
how colorable, the Uniform Commercial Code was adequate to punish even our most mentally corrupt and deficient 
delinquents, which includes me, Charles O. Dresbach, but not exclusively in this state. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, individually, know and understand the term constructive fraud with or without scienter, and the 
term consideration, and the term obligation of contract, therefore, based upon this special, express, and explicit 
knowledge, I, Charles O. Dresbach, individually, and jointly and severally will become liable to the freeman character 
Arnold G. Wiedmer on sight, on demand, should I, Charles O. Dresbach, fail to comprehend the magnitude of our 
omissions and commissions under simple contract Law, especially under our supremacy Common Law, a/k/a as our 
organic Law in harmony with Holy Scriptures , the foundation of our Law, and especially for reasons in contract Law I, 
Charles O. Dresbach, would fail to answer this due private Presentment in any manner whatsoever by this tender offer 
for any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract especially under the provisions of U.C.C. § 1-103 which 
provide for bankruptcy and estoppel, through the Common Law under UCC § 1-103.6 as in Anderson's on the UCC , 
and as explained more frilly in the Bank Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking Law , and in conjunction with 
the UCC at § 3-103(1) which I know and understand is quoted: “This Article does not apply to money, 
documents of title,-—”. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, do not fully understand the difference between the terms non-negotiable and negotiable, but 
after this Private security agreement “True Bill” extended to me by the courtesy of the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer 
of making an answer within ten (10) days to the freeman character, I, Charles O. Dresbach, admit this is ample time for 
us to learn this most important facet in Law in this state, and in their ( Sovereign's ) State. 
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For our willful and knowing participation in this conversion of Private property concerning Arnold G. Wiedmer, I, 
Charles O. Dresbach, now know I must answer this courtesy private presentment “True Bill” within ten (10) days of 
this service upon Charles O. Dresbach, or through my continued ignorance in Law, coupled with the pressures of our 
willful and knowing criminal accomplices, I, Charles O. Dresbach, will become liable for the sum certain amount of 
damages occurring to Arnold G. Wiedmer in this Private matter for One Hundred Million (100,000,000.00) Dollars of 
Lawful Money of Account, especially under our own rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code, which was adopted by our 
adviser criminal accomplices themselves, purportedly learned in law. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, admit in this special Private security agreement “True Bill”, the fact 1 do know and understand 
the term accommodation, and the term surety, and the term guarantor, and the term Maker, and the term Payee, and the 
term Drawer as could be duly presented in a special Private collections item, restricted endorsement Documentary Draft, 
certified money order, or certified Banker's check, drawn without recourse by the Sovereign, freemen character Arnold 
G. Wiedmer, without prejudice to the freeman characters' in their Common Law venue state of the forum under the 
Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and through a Privately bonded Notary Public under protest as in 
Rule 9(d), 44.1, 902(3)(A)(B) 8 & 9, enforceable under UCC § 9-501 nihil dicit, and duly recorded publicly under 
U.C.C. § 9-403(1) by choice of option for the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer in his country of South Dakota. 

I, Charles O. Dresbach, admit perjury is synonymous with tyranny and is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through 
Common Law Affidavit in this South Dakota state in these several States in this union of States in America, expressly 
not “within” the United States under the tenor of this special Private presentment security agreement “True Bill” in 
Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction reserved to the People. 


Attestation: 

Public SEAL: 


by Charles O. Dresbach, individually, and as executive officer for the United States, jointly 

AND SEVERALLY IN OUR COUNTRY OF SOUTH DAKOTA, IN OUR NATION IN AMERICA 


Charles O. Dresbach, bona fide, and subject nihil dicit 

JUDICI SATIS POENA EST, QUOD DEUM HABET ULTOREM 


Acknowledgment I BY THE FREEMAN CHARACTER ARNOLD G. WlEDMER IN LAW 

TESTE MEIPSO THIS_DAY OF MAY, IN THE YEAR OF OUR ALMIGHTY GOD, 

THROUGH OUR REDEEMER EMMANUEL, NINETEEN HUNDRED NINETY FIVE, A.D. 


Arnold G. Wiedmer, in personam, in re, in our country of South Dakota in these United States of America 

UNDER ORGANIC LAW, MAGNA CHARTA, AND HOLY SCRIPTURES 

United States of America ) 

South Dakota state { organic} ) ss. before Notary Public in our country of South Dakota 
Dewey county court ) 

I,_, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered, and privately bonded notary public in our country of 

South Dakota, attest and acknowledge the facts as contained in this special private presentment bona fide tender offer “True Bill”, 
certifying upon public record the freeman character Arnold G. Wiedmer, known to me did sign before me this instrument on this 

_day of May, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, through our Redeemer Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred 

Ninety Five, A.D.. 


Notary Public Seal:_ 

Fees:_, Postage:_, Affidavit: 

Oath:_, Mileage:_, Misc.: _ 
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State of the forum Common Law UCC/MCA 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) 

FS-4 Private Security Agreement Non-Negotiable "True Bill" 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig vs. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Tricon Timber, Inc., P.O. Box 1450, Afton, Wyoming state, individually, and through my agent Willy Peck in Afton, 
Wyoming state, jointly and severally attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "True Bill" U.C.C./FS-4 Private security 
agreement under the principle of ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these due presentments for 
acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C./MCA 30-3-504 & 3-505, through principles of U.C.C./MCA 30-1-103 by 
undue influence, principal and agent, fraud, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, duress, law of contracts, bankruptcy 
and other validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum common law under U.C.C./MCA 30-1-105 
(N.I.L.) herein contained agree with the Sovereign Dale Jacobi as follows: 

On or about the 15th day of January, 1995, or at prior times, I, Tricon Timber, Inc., through my agent Willy Peck in 
Afton, Wyoming state, United States of America, did willfully, knowingly, and intentionally sell a thirty thousand 
(30,000 ) gallon propane tank which had been sold to Dale Jacobi through Rainglow Services Incorporated of 2249 
Rodgers Street, Missoula, MT 59802 as proven by their own invoice number GEN673, dated 2/3/95, through leadman 
Cooney, evidenced by check number 1410, paid on 8/3/94 for the sum certain amount of 8,500.00 marked paid in full, in 
violation of simple contract law causing theft of private property which was not owned by Tricon Timber, Inc., nor 
Willy Peck, but was in fact rightfully owned by Dale Jacobi from the country of Montana, United States of America. 

I, Tricon Timber, Inc., either knew or should have known the fact Dale Jacobi had never received any contract from 
anyone of any character whatsoever which stipulated he must remove the above described propane tank from the 
premises within ninety ( 90 ) days or in the alternative forfeit his payment of Eight Thousand Five Hundred (8,500.00) 
and also the loss of his propane tank. 

I, Tricon Timber, Inc., further admit of the fact the sale of private property owned by Dale Jacobi by Tricon Timber, 
Inc. was an unconscionable bargain and could not satisfy the concepts of simple contract law causing Tricon Timber, 
Inc. to become liable for damages of Eight Thousand Five Hundred (8,500.00) dollars of money as well as other damages 
caused to Dale Jacobi in his attempts to correct the breach of contract committed by Tricon Timber, Inc. and their 
accomplice Rainglow Services of 2249 Rodgers Street, Missoula, Montana state, United States of America. 

I, Tricon Timber, Inc., know foil well our company must make restitution to the injured private party Dale Jacobi within 
ten ( 10 ) days of this courtesy special private presentment, or in the alternative become liable for damages suffered by 
Dale Jacobi in excess of One Hundred Fifty Thousand (150,000.00) dollars of money immediately upon failure of Tricon 
Timber, Inc. through our agent Willy Peck to make restitution to the injured private party Dale Jacobi in the interests of 
substantial justice, with or without resort to a legislative created tribunal as in our own common usage scheme Uniform 
Commercial Code under section 1-201 ( 34 ) and ( 36 ), through the Sovereign's choice of territorial application of the act 
and parties' power to choose applicable law. 

I, Tricon Timber, Inc., freely admit the fact the Sovereign Dale Jacobi was damaged by our willful and knowing acts 
committed under color of law, color of Right, and color of authority by our common usage of the Uniform Commercial 
Code known as the federal common law through use of our Montana Codes Annotated and the equivalent in the compact 
party state of Wyoming, the copyrighted scheme wickedly designed by our criminal accomplices lawyers, attorneys, 
solicitors, proctors, advocates and shysters combined together in immoral commerce through acts of licentiousness 
admonished by Emmanuel, and exposed in the short Book of Jude in “Holy Scriptures”. 

I, Tricon Timber, Inc., either knew or should have known I do not have any legal nor lawful authority to compel 
specific performance from the Sovereign Dale Jacobi in his country of Montana under our color of law scheme designed 
for United States citizens and residents of the state of Montana under compact with the United States through the 
statute/merchant U.C.C. via implied consent unilateral agreements foisted upon the unwary and ignorant masses which 
our criminal accomplices have dubbed the “common herd” as presented to us by our mentors the international Bankers 
cartel despised by Emmanuel in “Holy Scriptures” through his use of the words quoted; “You are from your father, 
the Devil; and it is your desire to practise the lusts of your father. He was himself a murderer from the 
first; and stands not by the truth, because there is no truth in him. When he speaks falsehood, he 
speaks in his own way; for he is a liar, and the father of such. Because I speak the truth, however, 
you will not believe Me.” 

I, Tricon Timber, Inc., either knew or should have known our willful, knowing and intentional acts did violate the spirit 
and intent of our Constitution of Wyoming in relation to our Courts of Justice in Sanders county which the Sovereign 
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Dale Jacobi has so diligently exposed for all the world who have eyes to see and ears to hear, causing proof of our own 
complicity with the infidels and delinquents which also includes Tricon Timber, Inc. by our franchise to obey said 
restrictive covenant in “other jurisdiction” country of Montana. 

I, Tricon Timber, Inc., know foil well our supreme Law of the Land created by our Mighty One YWVH, was founded 
by men of great integrity and character, very similar to the freeman character Dale Jacobi who has given to Tricon 
Timber, Inc., public notice and knowledge which should have prevented our complicity with the infidels and 
delinquents upon our own understanding of right from wrong, whether or whether not coupled with our greed, envy, 
spite, malice, hatred and compounded ignorance of the Law. 

I, Tricon Timber, Inc., either knew or should have known our willful and knowing criminal accomplices above named 
would have to answer in one fonn or another for our willful and knowing participation in theft of Private property via 
constructive fraud, with or without resort to a tribunal, but nevertheless subject to our own aliens rules a/k/a Unifonn 
Commercial Code through our devisees shysters chastised by Emmanuel as in Matthew and Luke in “Holy Scriptures” . 

I, Tricon Timber, Inc., know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the prima facie real 
evidence I, Tricon Timber, Inc., being a puppet for the Bar Associations and their kind, having accepted blindly their 
sub-culture, am now in this unilateral agreement up to and including over our head with no where to go but for truth 
which cleanses all, in due time ex vi tennini. 

I, Tricon Timber, Inc., either knew or should have known our criminal accomplices have no comprehension to fulfill the 
mandate of Chapter 45 of Magna Charta which is in reality the Sovereign's expectation of due process under our supreme 
Law of the Land, and by our association and blind acceptance of perversion of our Courts of Justice, I, Tricon Timber, 
Inc. have become liable upon this unilateral agreement for my silence. 

I, Tricon Timber, Inc., know and understand Private contracts supersede mere unilateral agreements, and the relief and 
remedy available for the Sovereign Dale Jacobi is presented in our own customs manual, even though I, Tricon Timber, 
Inc. and my criminal associates have no clue as to how or why it works this way, even though my own acquiescence will 
subdue me in my present path of disrespect, greed, and self-agrandizements which no association Bar attorney nor 
licensed lawyer can explain nor correct our errors other than full confession and restitution for damages already caused to 
the Sovereign Dale Jacobi in and for Sanders county in our country of Montana in these several States in our Nation in 
America. 

I, Tricon Timber, Inc., know and understand our lawyer and attorney associates own Unifonn Commercial Code cannot 
be defended by their club a/k/a Bar Associations when Lawfully applied against us by the learned and wise men, a/k/a 
freemen characters in and for Sanders county/comitatus, the peculiar treasure of necessity, who have implemented by free 
choice their common law venue original and exclusive jurisdiction, leaving our immoral commercial concepts wailing 
and knashing in our own confusion which is duly exposed in the short Book of Jude in “Holy Scriptures” . 

I, Tricon Timber, Inc., know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide private presentment “True Bill” as a 
courtesy presentment by the Sovereign Dale Jacobi under his sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free 
sovereign and independent State, a willful and knowing breach of contract subjects me, Tricon Timber, Inc., to Private 
and public punishments while under specific performance through delegation of authority, whether or whether not I, 
Tricon Timber, Inc., have been misguided, misinformed, and mislead by my willful and knowing criminal accomplices 
named herein. 

I, Tricon Timber, Inc., either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail in our country of Montana, and under 
the alien's “system”, no matter how colorable, the Unifonn Commercial Code was adequate to punish even our most 
mentally corrupt and deficient delinquents, insurgents, infidels, tyrants, perjurers and criminal co-conspirators. 

I, Tricon Timber, Inc., individually, and as willful and knowing accomplice of my fraternal criminal associates above 
named, jointly and severally, know and understand the tenn constructive fraud with or without scienter, and the tenn 
conversion, and the tenn consideration, and the tenn obligation of contract, therefore; based upon this special, express, 
and explicit knowledge, I, Tricon Timber, Inc., individually, and as accomplice with my criminal associates above 
named, jointly and severally will become liable to the free inhabitant Dale Jacobi on sight, on demand, should I, Tricon 
Timber, Inc., fail to comprehend the magnitude of my omissions and commissions under simple contract Law, especially 
under our supremacy Common Law, a/k/a as our organic Law in harmony with “Holy Scriptures” , the foundation of our 
Law, and specifically for reasons in contract Law I, Tricon Timber, Inc., would fail to answer this due private 
presentment security agreement “True Bill” in any manner whatsoever by this tender offer for any consideration 
sufficient to support a simple contract, especially under the provisions of U.C.C./MCA 30-1-103 which provides for 

"TRUE BILL" 

PAGE 2 OF 3 


" PRIVATE SECURITY AGREEMENT " 



principle and agent, fraud, coercion, duress, misrepresentation, bankruptcy and estoppel, through the Common Law 
under UCC 1-103.6 as in Anderson's oil the I CC and as explained more fully in the Bank Officer's Handbook of 
Commercial Banking Law , and in conjunction with the UCC at § 3-103(1) which I know and understand is quoted: 
“This Article does not apply to money, documents of title,—”, 

I, Tricon Timber, Inc., do not fully understand the difference between the tenns non-negotiable and negotiable, but after 
this special private security agreement “True Bill” extended to me by the courtesy of making an answer within ten (10) 
days to the free inhabitant Dale Jacobi, I, Tricon Timber, Inc., admit this is ample time for me to learn this most 
important facet in Law, whether or whether not personal judgment is acquired by silence. 

For my willful and knowing participation in this criminal conversion of Private property concerning the free inhabitant 
Dale Jacobi in Sanders county organized for judicial purposes, I, Tricon Timber, Inc., now know I must answer this 
courtesy private presentment “True Bill” within ten (10) days of this service upon me, or through my continued 
ignorance in Law, coupled with the pressures of my willful and knowing criminal accomplices, I, Tricon Timber, Inc., 
will become liable for the sum certain amount of damages occurring to the free inhabitant Dale Jacobi in and for Sanders 
county, country of Montana, U.S. of A., in this Private matter for One Hundred Fifty Thousand (150,000.00) Dollars of 
Lawful Money of Account, especially under our own rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code, which was adopted by my 
adviser criminal accomplices themselves, purportedly learned in law. 

I, Tricon Timber, Inc., admit in this private security agreement “True Bill”, the fact I do know and understand the tenn 
accommodation, and the term surety, the term guarantor, the term Maker, the tenn Payee, and the term Drawer as could 
be duly presented in a special private collections item, restricted endorsement Documentary Draft, drawn without 
recourse by the Sovereign, freeman character Dale Jacobi, without prejudice to the Sovereign in his Common Law state 
of the forum under the Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and through a privately bonded Notary Public 
under protest as in Rule 9(d), 44.1 ( detennination of foreign law), 902 (3) (A) (B) 8 & 9, enforceable under UCC 9-501 
“nihil dicit” at the choice of the suitor in common law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction. 

I, Tricon Timber, Inc., admit conversion is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through Common Law Affidavit 
special proceeding in this Montana state in these several States in this Union of States in America. 

Attestation: by Tricon Timber, Inc., individually, and, as foreign agent for the compact party state of 

Wyoming, d/b/a the public policy limited liability admitted bankrupt United States, jointly and severally. 

Private Seal:_ 

Tricon Timber, Inc., bona fide, and subject “nihil dicit” 

Acknowledgment: _ 

Dale Jacobi, sui juris, in and for Sanders county, 

country of Montana in these several States in our Nation in America, 

expressly not “within” the United States 

teste meipso this_day of February, in the year of our Almighty YWVH, 

Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D. 

notary public Seal:_ 

Rodney O. Skurdal, sui juris, in personam 

I,_, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately 

bonded notary public in our country aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge the facts as duly presented before me by 

the free inhabitant Dale Jacobi who signed said presentments before me on this_day of February in the year of our 

Mighty One, YWVH, through our Redeemer Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Fees:_, Oath:_, Postage:_, 

Mileage:_, Affidavit:_, Misc.:_. 
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State of the forum Common Law UCC/MCA § 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) 

U.C.C./FS-4 Private Security Agreement Non-Negotiable "True Bill" 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig Vs. Missouri 29 US (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Robert J. Vermillion, individually, and as purported attorney for Town of Cascade, jointly and severally, attest to 
these facts in this non-negotiable "True Bill" U.C.C./FS-4 Private security agreement under the principle of 
ignorance of the law is no excuse, and therefore, by these special Presentments for acceptance without dishonor 
under U.C.C./MCA §§ 30-3-504, 501 & 505, through principles of MCA § 30-1-103 by undue influence, principal 
and agent, fraud, duress, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, estoppel, law of contracts, bankruptcy and other 
validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum common law under MCA § 30-1-105 (N.I.L.) herein 
contained agree with the Sovereign Tom Klock as follows: 

On the 27th day of February, Nineteen Flundred Ninety Five, A.D., in Cascade county, Great Falls, 
Montana state, United States of America, I, Robert J. Vermillion, purported attorney for the Town of Cascade, 
while accepting payment for my purported services to the People did willfully, knowingly, and purposefully mail a 
letter to Mr. Tom Klock at 211 First Street South, Cascade, MT in reference to Stockman's Bank and certain 
instruments duly presented to Stockman's Bank in our country of Montana in these United States of America. 

By the tenor of my letter, I, Robert J. Vermillion, have presented prima facie my conflict of interest, especially for 
the very fact I had discussed certain private collections items with Stockman's Bank before attempting to notify my 
so-called principal, the Town of Cascade who pays me for my services, whether or whether not the Town of Cascade 
had evidence of my public oath of office to the appellate supreme court of the state of Montana purportedly upon 
public record through the office of the clerk, Ed Smith, in Flelena, Montana state, United States of America. 

I, Robert J. Vermillion, either knew or should have known titles of nobility are forbidden in our country of 
Montana, “other jurisdiction" from our purported compact party state of Montana public policy political will limited 
liability corporation acting as agency for the admitted bankrupt United States and its foreign principals and powers, 
said acts being repugnant to our Constitution of Montana and repugnant to our national Constitution, thereby 
furthering my prima facie conflict of interest as admitted by me in the first page of my letter dated February 27, 
1995, near the bottom. 

I, Robert J. Vermillion, know and understand the People have a sole and exclusive right of self-governing as a free 
sovereign and independent State in our country of Montana under our parallel form of government, even though my 
title of nobility character and corporation status command me to accept my Baal from my mentors, our Title of 
Nobility State Bar of Montana black-robed brotherhood, similar to the style of “person” so hated and despised by 
Emmanuel in Luke in Holy Scriptures for twenty one ( 21 ) verses in a row. 

I, Robert J. Vermillion, either knew or should have known my so-called letter giving advice to Tom Klock was 
construed to be my submission to obey the international banking cartel, the I.M.F., the Department of the Treasury, 
and others of our ilk owing allegiance to a foreign power which is contrary to the title of nobility prohibition original 
thirteenth amendment to our national Constitution quoted as follows: 

“Article XIII 

“If any citizen of the United States shall Accept, claim, receive or retain any title of nobility or 
honour, or shall, without the consent of Congress, accept and retain any present, pension, office 
or emolument of any kind whatever, from any emperor, king, prince or foreign power, such person 
shall cease to be a citizen of the United States, and shall be incapable of holding any office of trust 
or profit under them, or either of, them.” 

I, Robert J. Vermillion, either knew or should have known perfected securities when tendered to the debtor in 
possession become an asset to the Bank, and are immediately collectable through special collections at the midnight 
hour, especially upon formal protest from the country of Montana through office of notary public and due 
presentment at any Post Office, the G.A.O. in each of the several States in our union in America. 

I, Robert J. Vermillion, further admit of the fact the Bank Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking Law at § 

21-40, presents concepts of criminal conversion under duties and obligations of the Bank, even though I did not 
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altogether understand the fact the Bank is the debtor in possession as collections agent for our own admitted national 
bankruptcy as presented in our own Title 22, U.S.C., and further explained in Anderson's on the Uniform 
Commercial Code § 3-419 concerning criminal conversion. 

I, Robert J. Vermillion, either knew or should have known conflicts of law are found at U.C.C. § 1-105 through 
territorial application of the act and by parties' power to choose applicable law in their country of Montana, a 
separate and distinct jurisdiction and venue from our public policy political will cestui que trust administering for the 
Department of Commerce which our mentors have dubbed the Supreme Court, meaning our black-robed fraternal 
brethren in Helena, Montana, known to us by the use of the symbol MT. 

I, Robert J. Vermillion, freely admit of the fact I will never openly read this special private security agreement in 
open Town of Cascade meetings for fear the People will rebel and fire me on the spot for my admitted conflict of 
interest and commensurate ignorance of the law, public oath of office to our Department of Commerce 
notwithstanding in Law. 

I, Robert J. Vermillion, regret the fact I acted hastily in my devious attempt to create confusion among the People 
of the Town of Cascade through my craftily prepared letter of February 27, 1995, since my retrospective opinion of 
my own letter leads me to the conclusion my own admittance will cost me my job with the Town of Cascade for my 
admitted conflict of interest and adherence to the prohibited titles of nobility so prevalent in our demented society 
smothered with lawyers, attorneys, advocates, esquires, solicitors, proctors and administrative law judges acting 
ministerially for our Department of Commerce under color of law at the expense of the People contrary to my public 
oath of office and in conflict with the law of simple contract. 

I, Robert J. Vermillion, know and understand my opinion has the same value as my letter of February 27th, 1995, 
which 1 did send to Mr. Tom Klock, even though my inner conspiratorial conflicts of interest became manifest to the 
People and the Town of Cascade who have due authority under our Constitution of Montana to abolish my job, and 
my opinions at their will under their own guarantees of Article V, section 26 which expressly denies our titles of 
nobility from entering into the Sovereign's realm unless leave is granted by the Court. 

I, Robert J. Vermillion, being subject to my own willful, knowing, and ignorant acts conceived upon my 
programmed sub-culture in our social experiment stations of public learning know and understand the concepts of 
the long-standing phrase quoted; “If the shoe fits, wear it”, and, “The Truth hurts.” 

I, Robert J. Vermillion, have openly exposed myself to the People in the Town of Cascade through my use of the 
pen, or misuse as the cause of action may be in direct relation to the character of the parties', and subject to any 
consideration sufficient to support a simple contract. 

I, Robert J. Vermillion, freely admit the Town of Cascade has created my so-called position, and at their will and 
whim, whenever they see fit for its extinguishment, I, Robert J. Vermillion, and my position must go based upon 
simple contract law in this law of the place, under our common law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction at the 
choice of the suitor, or suitors as the cause develops in and for Cascade county court, in our country of Montana, 
United States of America. 

I, Robert J. Vermillion, either knew or should have known the common law is the rule of decision superseding mere 
statutory construction and by the will of the People who rule over me and my incestuous State Bar of Montana title 
of nobility franchise barred from the People in their Courts of Justice in common law venue, original and exclusive 
jurisdiction. 

I, Robert J. Vermillion, further admit our ignorance of the law is no excuse and by this courtesy due presentment 
by the Sovereign, Tom Klock, I, Robert J. Vermillion, have ten ( 10 ) days in which to make a substantial answer to 
this special Private security agreement “True Bill”, or in the alternative, coupled with my ignorance quotient and 
based upon our prior willful, knowing and ignorant acts, I, Robert J. Vermillion, will become individually, and 
jointly and severally liable to the Sovereign, Tom Klock, for in excess of One Hundred Million Dollars of Lawful 
Money of Account under our supreme Law of the Land which I, Robert J. Vermillion, have no real competent 
authority to make any determination at this point in time, opinions of our criminal co-conspirators State Bar of 
Montana notwithstanding. 
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I, Robert J. Vermillion, know and understand the People have regained their Sovereignty over their subjects, and 
their remedy in this special Private security agreement “True Bill” is incomprehensible to Robert J. Vermillion in 
our mental state, but nevertheless quite adequate for the principal over the agent, especially by our subordinate 
position linked with our simple contract obligations to the Sovereign Tom Klock who possesses certain knowledge 
extremely lacking by Robert J. Vermillion in his corporation state. 

I, Robert J. Vermillion, know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the prima facie real 
evidence I, Robert J. Vermillion, being an agent taking pay for presumed specific performance, must obey simple 
contract law, or become liable upon said contract. Even our attorney advisers knew and understood this elementary 
principal, but in our programmed mental condition. We, our criminal co-conspirators and willful accomplices named 
in this Private security agreement “True Bill” and I, Robert J. Vermillion, did willfully and knowingly take the 
responsibility for our own actions or inactions, with appropriate punishments becoming evident from time to time as 
truth prevails in the Town of Cascade in our country of Montana. 

I, Robert J. Vermillion, know and understand Private contracts supersede our Constitutional authority, but at the 
same time our Constitutional authority limits Robert J. Vermillion, from blindly accepting the misrepresentations 
and undue influence of our criminal accomplices, without having applied due diligence on our own part, to correct 
our misguided application of duties to the Sovereign, Tom Klock, but in this particular instance I, Robert J. 
Vermillion, chose to submit ourselves to the commercial harlot Babylon, with commensurate liabilities attaching 
directly to Robert J. Vermillion in our mental state. 

I, Robert J. Vermillion, know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide private Presentment “True Bill”, a 
breach of contract subjects Robert J. Vermillion to Private and public punishments while under specific 
performance of public oath of office through delegation of authority, whether or whether not Robert J. Vermillion 
has been misguided, misinformed, and mislead by our willful and knowing criminal accomplices named herein in our 
political will public policy limited liability corporation d/b/a the Department of Commerce through compact with the 
United States. 

I, Robert J. Vermillion, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail, and under our system, no matter 
how colorable, the Uniform Commercial Code was adequate to punish even the most mentally corrupt and deficient 
delinquents, which includes Robert J. Vermillion, but not exclusively in this state. 

I, Robert J. Vermillion, individually, know and understand the term constructive fraud with or without scienter, and 
the term consideration, and the term obligation of contract, therefore, based upon this special, express, and explicit 
knowledge, I, Robert J. Vermillion, individually, and jointly and severally will become liable to the freeman 
character Tom Klock on sight, on demand, should I, Robert J. Vermillion, fail to comprehend the magnitude of our 
omissions and commissions under simple contract Law, especially under our supremacy Common Law, a/k/a as our 
organic Law in harmony with Holy Scriptures , the foundation of our Law, and especially for reasons in contract 
Law I, Robert J. Vermillion, would fail to answer this due private Presentment in any manner whatsoever by this 
tender offer for any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract especially under the provisions of 
U.C.C./MCA § 30-1-103 which provide for bankruptcy and estoppel, through the Common Law under UCC § 1- 
103.6 as in Anderson's on the UCC . and as explained more fully in the Bank Officer’s Handbook of Commercial 
Banking Law , and in conjunction with the UCC at § 3-103(1) which 1 know and understand is quoted: “This 
Article does not apply to money, documents of title,-—”, 

I, Robert J. Vermillion, do not fully understand the difference between the terms non-negotiable and negotiable, but 
after this Private security agreement “True Bill” extended to me by the courtesy of the Sovereign Tom Klock of 
making an answer within ten (10) days to the freeman character, I, Robert J. Vermillion, admit this is ample time 
for us to learn this most important facet in Law in this state, and in their ( Sovereign's ) State. 

For our willful and knowing participation in this conversion of Private property concerning Tom Klock, I, Robert J. 
Vermillion, now know I must answer this courtesy private presentment “True Bill” within ten (10) days of this 
service upon Robert J. Vermillion, or through my continued ignorance in Law, coupled with the pressures of our 
willful and knowing criminal accomplices, I, Robert J. Vermillion, will become liable for the sum certain amount of 
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damages occurring to Tom Klock in this Private matter for One Hundred Million (100,000,000.00) Dollars of 
Lawful Money of Account, especially under our own rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code, which was adopted by 
our adviser criminal accomplices themselves, purportedly learned in law. 

I, Robert J. Vermillion, admit in this special Private security agreement “True Bill”, the fact 1 do know and 
understand the term accommodation, and the term surety, and the term guarantor, and the term Maker, and the term 
Payee, and the term Drawer as could be duly presented in a special Private collections item, restricted endorsement 
Documentary Draft, drawn without recourse by the Sovereign, freemen character Tom Klock, without prejudice to 
the freeman character in their Common Law state of the forum under the Uniform Enforcement of Foreign 
Judgments Act by and through a Privately bonded Notary Public under protest as in Rule 9(d), 44.1, 902(3)(A)(B) 8 
& 9, enforceable under UCC § 9-501 nihil dicit, and duly recorded publicly under U.C.C. § 9-403(1) by choice of 
option for the Sovereign Tom Klock in his country of Montana. 

I, Robert J. Vermillion, admit perjury is synonymous with tyranny and is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable 
through Common Law Affidavit in this Montana state in these several states in this union of States in America, 
expressly not “within” the United States under the tenor of this special Private presentment security agreement 
“True Bill” in Common Law venue. 


Attestation: by Robert J. Vermillion, individually, and as attorney for the Town of Cascade, jointly and 

SEVERALLY IN OUR COUNTRY OF MONTANA, IN OUR NATION IN AMERICA 

Public SEAL: _ 

Robert J. Vermillion, bona fide, and subject nihil dicit 


Acknowledgment I BY THE FREEMAN CHARACTER TOM KLOCK IN LAW 

TESTE MEIPSO THIS_DAY OF MARCH, IN THE YEAR OF OUR ALMIGHTY GOD, 

THROUGH OUR REDEEMER EMMANUEL, NINETEEN HUNDRED NINETY FIVE, A.D. 


Tom Klock, in personam, in re, in our country of Montana in these United States of America 

UNDER ORGANIC LAW, MAGNA CHARTA, AND HOLY SCRIPTURES 

United States of America ) 

Montana state { organic} ) ss. before Notary Public in our country of Montana 

Town of Cascade ) 

I, Rodney O. Skurdal, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered, and privately bonded notary public in our country of 
Montana, attest and acknowledge the facts as contained in this special private presentment bona fide tender offer “True Bill”, 
certifying upon public record the freeman character Tom Klock, known to me did sign before me this instrument on this 

_day of March, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, through our Redeemer Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen 

Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Notary Public Seal:_ 

Fees:_, Postage:_, Affidavit:_, 

Oath:_, Mileage:_, Misc.:_. 
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U.C.C./FS-4 Private security agreement “TRUE BILL” 

{bargain of the parties in fact} 

CRAIG V. MISSOURI 29 US (IV PET.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, John Warner, judge in Hill county, individually, and as agent for the political will corporation State of 
Montana, jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "true bill" U.C.C./FS-4 PRIVATE 
security agreement under the principle of "ignorance of the law is no excuse", and therefore, by these due 
PRESENTMENTS for acceptance without dishonor under MCA §§ 30-3-504 & 505, through principles of 
MCA § 30-1-103 of undue influence, duress, coercion, mistake, misrepresentation, fraud, principal and 
agent, law of contracts, estoppel, bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes and by our 
supremacy Common Law (applicable Law under MCA § 30-1-105 N.I.L.) herein contained agree as 

follows: 


On or about the_day of_, 199_, and at prior times I, John Warner, did 

willfully, knowingly, and voluntarily by my own acts by commissions and acts of omissions in direct 
relation to the sovereign American freeman character Richard E. Wilson, cause a breach of trust pursuant to 
my official specific performance public bond under public trust by my agency public oath of office in 
purview of our original handwritten Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, 
A.D., and did then and there cause a Common Law crime of forcible entry upon the close, unlawful 
detainer, libel and slander against the good name, the good character, the good standing, the good credit, the 
good reputation and the Right of Private contract of the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, in his state, 
meaning his sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State by his 
Lawful Authority under our original handwritten Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred 
Eighty Nine, A.D.. 

It is not yet fully clear to me, John Warner, as non-registered foreign agent for the United States, the 
extent of Lawful judicial Power and judicial Authority possessed by the Kings' Bench and the Justices' 
Courts in their comitatus, but by this DUE PRIVATE PRESENTMENT in Law and by the conflicts of Law 
under the Negotiable Instruments Law it is becoming more and more clear to me, John Warner, admitted 
non-registered foreign agent acting in concert with INTERPOL, at all times, especially under UCC § 1-103.6 
as in Anderson's on the Uniform Commercial Code, by the meaning of the term " fraud ", since some of my 
cohorts in our criminal activity have suggested to me we are in trouble and the People of the Posterity in 
Montana do know and understand their judicial Power and judicial Authority under their original and 
exclusive venue and jurisdiction, with official national protections for them at their supremacy Common 
Law and by reason of our failures under our own colorable rules and codes as in 18 U.S.C. § 2386, which I 
fully know and understand is a felony with five years prison term as the just punishment, and We further 
admit of the Lawful existence of their posse comitatus by our own colorable rules and codes at 18 U.S.C., § 
1385. 


I, John Warner, individually, and as a known non-registered foreign agent for our title of nobility 
bankrupt municipal political will corporation United States, jointly and severally, hereby admit Article 1, 
Section 10, Clause 1 of our national constitution, prohibits me, John Warner, and my willful and knowing 
accomplices under our title of nobility foederal (federal) agency a/k/a federal lending institutions who are in 
direct violation of the national constitution, while doing business in the several states, meaning the fifty 
States on and equal footing with the thirteen original Colonies, through the enabling act as contained within 
the Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D., from foreclosure actions in 
any State Court against the sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent 
State, freeman character Richard E. Wilson, for reasons in Law any such action caused by us (titles of 
nobility) is repugnant to the Constitution of Montana. I, John Warner, know and understand Article 3 of the 
Uniform Commercial Code does not deal with money. 
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I, John Warner, admit as an elected judge, 1 either knew or should have known the fact in Law, when 
a former judge such as Roy C. Rodeghiero, signs a recusal order concerning himself, in any cause of action, 
all the signed nisi prius orders, decrees, rulings, and memos which were enacted by Roy C. Rodeghiero, are 
stricken from the Court of Record in their entirety, since such signed orders by Roy C. Rodeghiero, by the 
presumption of bias and prejudice which he has necessarily admitted by his recusal, were also biased, 
prejudiced, and made of no Lawful effect whatsoever by his own admittance, thereby forbidding me, John 
Warner, to rely on such bogus nisi prius decrees, orders, rulings, memos, or any other name we attach to 
such null and void presentments, keeping us to strict compliance with our legislative created corporation 
courts a/k/a legislative tribunals who have no judicial Power nor judicial Authority to hear matters in Law 
without the consent of the parties. 

1, John Warner, either knew or should have known my Lawful authority for committing these 
willful, knowing, and intentional acts against the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, whether by my own 
commissions or my own omissions in purview of my Lawful scope of authority under my delegation of 
authority is limited and restricted by our own political will bankrupt corporation statute-merchant codes and 
other Law (q.v.), and in purview of the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, do not now, nor did 1, John 
Warner, have in the past, any legal nor Lawful authority to restrain the natural Law unalienable Right of 
Liberty by Right of Inheritance from Almighty God, which is possessed by the freeman character Richard E. 
Wilson, through my delegation of authority public oath of office which supports, protects, defends, and 
guarantees to the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his supremacy Common Law in his comitatus 
these fundamental, vested, absolute natural Law unalienable Rights under our national and our state 
constitutions “without” the United States in America. 

1, John Warner, also knew and admit trial by jurymen of peers for the freeman character is beyond 
my scope of authority and limits of discretion, to enforce a summary judgment as against the freeman 
character Richard E. Wilson, thereby denying, delaying, and selling justice to the freeman character Richard 
E. Wilson, which is repugnant to our Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, 
A.D., specifically under Article 111, section 23, which 1 admit as quoted: “The right of trial by jury shall be 
secured to all, and remain inviolate-”. 

1, John Warner, know and understand the concept of “titles of nobility”, and the associated 
prohibitions which are contained in the intent of my delegated authority official public oath of office with 
enforcement's against me via pains and penalties of perjury should 1, John Warner, become so engrossed in 
aiding and abetting the titles of nobility a/k/a non-registered non-bonded attomey(s) in their willful and 
knowing acts of common barratry and lust for filthy lucre which could blind me in my ongoing parasitic 
lifestyle which was condemned by Jesus himself, for the main reasons We, meaning 1, John Warner, and my 
willful and knowing accomplices, the shysters, John R. Christensen an example, feed upon widows and 
oiphans while attempting to conceal the fact the inside of our cup is black as the robe of our Master, our 
fellow judges, our attorneys, our lawyers, our Bar Associations and our title of nobility political will 
bankrupt corporation officers. 

I, John Warner, by reason of this due PRESENTMENT public and Private notice, know and 
understand 1 must immediately cease and desist in this Common Law forcible entry upon the close by 
unlawful detainer against Richard E. Wilson, and the libel and slander which was caused against Richard E. 
Wilson by me, John Warner, willfully acting in concert with my willful and knowing accomplices, partially 
listed by names herein but not limited to: Peter L. Rapkoch, Roy C. Rodeghiero, John R. Christensen, 
Wayne C. Edwards, Mike Zacker, Greta M. Ross, David Stuvor, Ann Brodsky, John Peake, Joseph R. Biden, 
Jr., Frances Stephens, Eugene Couch, Max Baucus, Mike McCord, Donald W. Hutchinson, Tom Killam, 
Robert M. Holter, and Paul G. Hatfield. 

As a direct consequence of my willful, knowing and voluntary participation in the facts as presented 
by me, John Warner, in this Private security agreement “TRUE BILL”, I, John Warner, individually, and as 
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agent for title of nobility “within” the United States, jointly and severally, agree the damages which 1, John 
Warner, have caused against the sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and 
independent State, Richard E. Wilson, his heirs, his assigns, and his Posterity, are for the sum certain 
amount of One Hundred Million (100,000,000) Dollars of Money as Lawfully defined by the united States 
of America through acts of congress in compliance with our state constitution in the year of Eighteen 
Hundred Eighty Nine A.D., and our national constitution in the year of Seventeen Hundred Eighty Seven, 
A.D.. 

For good cause shown upon this Court of Record, it appearing to me, John Warner, non-registered 
foreign agent under INTERPOL, by these known facts in this PRIVATE security agreement “TRUE BILL”, 
1, John Warner, individually, and as non-registered foreign agent for title of nobility political will 
corporation state of Montana d/b/a “within” the bankrupt United States, jointly and severally, have by this 
courtesy ten (10) days to answer this due PRESENTMENT Private security agreement “True Bill” served 
upon me by the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, for my willful and knowing acts of trespass of 
PRIVATE Liberty enjoyed by the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, which by my willful, knowing, and 
intentional acts aided and abetted by my willing and knowing accomplices named herein, has been 
unlawfully seized and stolen by force of arms from the sovereign freeman character Richard E. Wilson, and 
1 must sign bona fide this due PRESENTMENT non-negotiable PRIVATE security agreement "True Bill" 
and the attached U.C.C./FS-l non-standard, non-negotiable form, or in the alternative, by my right to default 
" nihil dicit ", allow the accommodation/surety/guarantor signature under MCA § 30-3-415 by enforcement's 
at MCA § 30-9-501 for any judicial process whatsoever in Law under MCA § 30-1-105 through protections 
for the principal, freeman character Richard E. Wilson, at MCA § 30-1-207 for reasons under contract law to 
specific performance by principal and agent at MCA § 30-1-103 conflict of Laws hereinabove enumerated. 

1, John Warner, know and understand the supremacy Common Law ninety-nine (99) year limit for 
Common Law liens duly filed and duly recorded by the office of clerk of our one Supreme Court a/k/a the 
office of the clerk and recorder in and for Fergus county/comitatus as entered by suit of the sovereign 
(Court) with or without resort to a legislative created tribunal, especially upon this prior courtesy of ten (10) 
day final notice, and enforceable under the full faith and credit of the united States of America under the 
Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act at Rule 9(e), 44.1, Rule 902(3)(A)(B), (8) & (9), MCA § 
25-9-502, MCA § 30-9-501 et al., in this state of the forum supremacy Common Law under the conflicts of 
law provisions of the Uniform Commercial Code as adopted into our political will bankrupt corporate non- 
registered non-bonded compact party state of Montana d/b/a “within” the bankrupt United States and 
executable in the foreign country of Montana “Republican Form of Government” People of the Posterity in 
and for their respective comitatus in their Nation in America. 

PRIVATE SEAL ACKNOWLEDGMENT: “judici satis poena est, quod Deum habet ultorem” 


John Warner, individually, and jointly and severally acting as title of nobility “nihil dicit” 

teste this_day of_, in the year of our Almighty God, 

through our Redeemer, Jesus the Messiah, A.D. Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four. 

PRIVATE SEAL OF SUIT OF THE SOVEREIGN: "without prejudice" and "without recourse" 

with special, express, and explicit reservation of all natural Law unalienable Rights of Inheritance 

from Almighty GOD, waiving none ever in and for Fergus comitatus in Montana in America. 

ATTESTATION: _ 

Richard E. Wilson, jus soli, jus sanguinis, jure coronae, sui juris character in Law 
teste meipso this 25th day of January, in the year of our Almighty God, 
through our Redeemer, Jesus the Messiah, A.D. Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four 


Jurat in Law: 


Jurat in Law: 

Honorable Justice 

, in Law 

Jurat in Law: 

Honorable Justice 

, in Law 
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Honorable Justice 


, in Law 
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State of the forum Common Law UCC § 1-105 (N.l.L.) 

U.C.C. - 4 Private Security Agreement Non-Negotiable "True Bill" 
means bargain of the parties in fact 
Craig vs. Missouri 29 Us (IV Pet.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Brian D. Wenger, individually, and as attorney for Briggs and Morgan law firm, representing Harold 
Nelson, Gunnar Nelson and Wayne Nelson, jointly and severally attest to these facts in this non- 
negotiable "True Bill" U.C.C. - 4 Private security agreement under the principle of ignorance of the 
law is no excuse, and therefore, by these due presentments for acceptance without dishonor under U.C.C. 
§ 3-504 & U.C.C. § 3-505, through principles of U.C.C. § 1-103 by undue influence, principal and agent, 
fraud, misrepresentation, coercion, mistake, duress, law of contracts, estoppel, bankruptcy and other 
validating or invalidating causes and in this state of the forum common law under U.C.C. § 1-105 (N.l.L.) 
( conflicts of law ) herein contained agree with the Sovereign Donald Nelson as follows: 

On the 11th day of May, 1990, and at prior times, I, Brian D. Wenger, did then and there contract with 
Harold Nelson, Gunnar Nelson, and Wayne Nelson as attorney for law firm Briggs and Morgan of 2200 
West First National Ba nk Building, 332 Minnesota Street, Saint Paul, Minnesota state, United States of 
America for the purpose of protecting Harold Nelson, Gunnar Nelson, and Wayne Nelson in their theft of 
private property which was not owned by Harold Nelson, Gunnar Nelson, Wayne Nelson nor myself, 
Brian D, Wengar at that time nor at any time following to this very date. 

I, Brian D. Wenger, either knew or should have known the fact Donald Nelson had never granted over 
to Harold Nelson, Gunnar Nelson, nor Wayne Nelson his line of credit value for Four Hundred Twenty 
Thousand ( 420,000.00 ) Dollars of Money in any manner whatsoever and provable upon the facts which 
had been reviewed by me, Brian D, Wenger and my accomplices Briggs and Morgan law firm. 

I, Brian D. Wenger, freely admit our color of law actions in our legislative created tribunals through 
titles of nobility did cause damages to the Sovereign Donald Nelson in Minnesota state, coupled with our 
willful accomplice black-robed judges who have sworn an oath to our fraternity brotherhood repugnant to 
the Constitution of Minnesota under the prohibitions against titles of nobility in the Courts of Justice, 
reserved for the Sovereign Donald Nelson in and for Ramsey county in the country of Minnesota, 
expressly not in the compact party state of Minnesota. 

I, Brian D, Wenger, hereby admit of the fact my contractual association with Harold Nelson, Gunnar 
Nelson, and Wayne Nelson caused a constructive fraud against Donald Nelson through our breach of 
contract in relation to Nelson Properties and the amounts Harold Nelson, Wayne Nelson and Gunnar 
Nelson had agreed to pay over to Donald Nelson for value received. 

1, Brian D. Wenger, know and understand the term constructive fraud is with or without scienter and 
provable upon this Court of Record pursuant to the course of the common law should 1, Brian D. 
Wenger fail to honor my prior commitments to the appellate supreme court of the state of Minnesota, 
evidenced in the eye of two or more witnesses upon which a matter shall be settled, the same as is quoted 

in “Holy Scriptures” . 

1, Brian D. Wenger, freely admit the fact 1 understand the concepts of U.C.C. § 1-103 aforementioned 
under the tenor of this special private presentment security agreement “True Bill” with its ten ( 10 ) day 
time limit of courtesy presentment for me to reach a decision in satisfaction for the terms of specific 
performance to a simple contract based upon the facts as contained in the private possession of the 
Sovereign Donald Nelson in his country of Minnesota. 
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I, Brian D. Wenger, either knew or should have known my willful, knowing and intentional acts of 
contracting with Harold Nelson, Gunnar Nelson, and Wayne Nelson against the Sovereign Donald 
Nelson carried a specific performance responsibility upon my part of which 1, Brian D, Wenger must 
now admit 1 did not prove worthy of my hire as evidenced by the facts wherein the Sovereign Donald 
Nelson has been damaged through my neglect and non-performance of simple contract creating a liability 
for me as well as for my law firm Briggs and Morgan. 

1, Brian D. Wenger, know full well our supreme Law of the Land created by our Mighty One Yahweh, 
was founded by men of great integrity and character, very similar to the freeman character Donald 
Nelson who has given to me private and public notice and knowledge which should have prevented my 
complicity with the infidels and delinquents upon my own understanding of right from wrong, whether or 
whether not coupled with my greed, envy, hatred and spite. 

1, Brian D. Wenger, either knew or should have known the fact our corporation courts are corrupt to the 
core, very similar to my our Bar Associations acting as titles of nobility which are forbidden by our 
public oaths of office as recorded with the office of our appellate branch of our supreme court in our 
State of Minnesota, compact party state of Minnesota notwithstanding. 

1, Brian D. Wenger, either knew or should have known my willful and knowing accomplices above 
named, would have to answer in one form or another for our willful and knowing participation in theft of 
Private property via constructive fraud, with or without resort to a tribunal, but nevertheless subject to 
our own aliens rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code through our devisees shysters chastised by 
Emmanuel as in Luke in “Holy Scriptures” . 

I, Brian D. Wenger, know and understand the principal a man is worthy of his hire, and by the prima 
facie real evidence 1, Brian D. Wenger, being a willful, knowing, and intentional puppet for the State 
Bar of Minnesota and their kind, having accepted blindly their sub-culture, am now in this unilateral 
agreement up to and including over my head with no where to go but for truth which cleanses all, in due 
time ex vi termini. 

1, Brian D. Wenger, either knew or should have known the corrupt judge Joanne M. Smith was acting in 
concert with the law firms Thiel, Sorenson, Thiel, Campbell and Gunderson, and Briggs and Morgan, by 
and through their agent, Brian D. Wenger under color of law utilizing concepts in our Uniform 
Commercial Code which could entrap the unwary into our unilateral agreements which do not contain the 
elements of specific performance for consideration of a simple contract causing damages to the 
unsuspecting private parties such as Donald Nelson who have not been programmed into our so-called 
public law schools of sub-culture in worship of Mammon. 

1, Brian D. Wenger, know and understand Private contracts supersede mere unilateral agreements, and 
the relief and remedy available for Donald Nelson is presented in our own customs manual, even though 
1, Brian D. Wenger and my criminal associates have no clue as to how or why it works this way, even 
though my own acquiescence will subdue me in my present path of disrespect, greed, and self¬ 
aggrandizements which no association Bar attorney nor licensed lawyer can explain nor correct our 
errors other than full confession and restitution for damages already caused to Donald Nelson in and for 
Ramsey county in our country of Minnesota in these several States in our Nation in America. 

1, Brian D. Wenger, know and understand my lawyer and attorney associates own U.C.C. cannot be 
defended by our club a/k/a State Bar of Minnesota when Lawfully applied against us by the learned and 
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wise men such as Donald Nelson in and for Ramsey county, the peculiar treasure of necessity who has 
implemented by free choice his original and exclusive jurisdiction under our own U.C.C. § 1-105 through 
conflicts of law, Private International Law, and Negotiable Instruments Law, leaving our immoral 
commercial concepts wailing and knashing in our own contusion which is duly exposed in the short 
Book of Jude in “Holy Scriptures” . 

I, Brian D. Wenger, know and understand by the tenor of this bona fide non-negotiable private 
presentment security agreement “True Bill” from the Sovereign Donald Nelson under his sole and 
exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State, a willful and knowing 
breach of contract subjects me, Brian D. Wenger, to Private and public punishments while under 
specific performance through delegation of authority, whether or whether not I, Brian D, Wenger, have 
been misguided, misinformed, and mislead by my willful and knowing fraternal brethren criminal 
accomplices named herein. 

I, Brian D, Wenger, either knew or should have known Law and Truth prevail in our country of 
Minnesota, and under the alien's “system”, no matter how colorable, the Uniform Commercial Code was 
adequate to punish even our most mentally corrupt and deficient delinquents, insurgents, infidels and 
criminal co-conspirators, and also including my clients Harold Nelson, Gunnar Nelson and Wayne 
Nelson. 

I, Brian D. Wenger, individually, and as willful and knowing accomplice of my fraternal associates 
above named Briggs and Morgan, jointly and severally, know and understand the term constructive fraud 
with or without scienter, and the term conversion, and the term consideration, and the term obligation of 
contract, therefore; based upon this special, express, and explicit knowledge, 1, Brian D. Wenger, 
individually, and as accomplice with my associates above named, jointly and severally will become liable 
to the freeman character Donald Nelson on sight, on demand, should 1, Brian D. Wenger, fail to 
comprehend the magnitude of my omissions and commissions under simple contract Law, especially 
under our supremacy Common Law, a/k/a as our organic Law in harmony with “Holy Scriptures”, the 
foundation of our Law, and specifically for reasons in contract Law 1, Brian D, Wenger, would fail to 
answer this due private presentment non-negotiable security agreement “True Bill” in any manner 
whatsoever by this tender offer for any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract, especially 
under the provisions of U.C.C. § 1-103 which provide for misrepresentation, undue influence, duress, 
principal and agent, law of contract, bankruptcy and estoppel, through the Common Law under U.C.C. § 
1-103.6 as in Anderson's on the Uniform Commercial Code , and as explained more fully in the Bank 
Officer's Handbook of Commercial Banking Law , and in conjunction with the UCC at § 3-103(1) 
which 1 know and understand is quoted: “This Article does not apply to money, documents of 
title,—”. 

1, Brian D, Wenger, do not fully understand the difference between the terms non-negotiable and 
negotiable, but after this special private security agreement “True Bill” extended to me by the courtesy 
of making an answer within ten (10) days to the freeman character Donald Nelson, 1, Brian D, Wenger, 
admit this is ample time for me to learn this most important facet in Law. 

1, Brian D. Wenger, freely admit the fact theft of private property is criminal in nature, even when 
accomplished through my willful association and payment through titles of nobility law firms acting in 
concert with corporation judges seated as tribunals of conciliation and making findings without the aid of 
trial by jurymen of peers at the course of the common law, an unalienable Right possessed by the 
Sovereign Donald Nelson in his country of Minnesota. 
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For my willful and knowing participation in this conversion of Private property concerning the Sovereign 
Donald Nelson in his country of Minnesota, 1, Brian D, Wenger, now know I must answer this courtesy 
private presentment “True Bill” within ten (10) days of this due service upon me, or through my 
continued ignorance in Law, coupled with the pressures of my willful and knowing criminal accomplices, 
1, Brian D. Wenger, will become liable for the sum certain amount of damages occurring to the 
Sovereign Donald Nelson in this Private matter for One Hundred Million ( 100,000,000.00 ) Dollars of 
Lawful Money of Account, especially under our own rules a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code, which was 
adopted by my adviser accomplices themselves, purportedly learned in law in “other jurisdiction”. 

1, Brian D. Wenger, admit in this special private non-negotiable security agreement “True Bill”, the 
fact I do know and understand the term accommodation, the term surety, the term guarantor, the term 
Maker, the term Payee, and the term Drawer as could be duly presented in a special private collections 
item restricted endorsement Documentary Draft, drawn without recourse by the Sovereign free inhabitant 
Donald Nelson, without prejudice to the Sovereign in his Common Law state of the forum under the 
Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act by and through a privately bonded Notary Public under 
protest as in Rule 9(d), 44.1, 902(3)(A)(B) 8 & 9, enforceable under UCC § 9-501 “nihil dicit” through 
pre-code remedy as in U.C.C. § 1-103.6. 

I, Brian D. Wenger, admit conversion is criminal jurisdiction and enforceable through Common Law 
Affidavit in this Minnesota state in these several States in this union of States in America. 


Attestation: by Brian D. Wenger, individually, and as partner in Nelson Properties, jointly and 
severally. 

Private Seal: _ 

Brian D. Wenger, bona fide, and subject “nihil dicit” 


Acknowledgment: by the free inhabitant Donald Nelson in Law 

teste meipso this_ day of_, in the year 

of our Almighty God, in Jesus name, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D. 

per curiam: _ 

Donald Nelson, private property owner, in and for Ramsey county, in our country 
of Minnesota, in these United States of America, expressly not “within” the 
admitted bankrupt United States. 

notary public Seal:_ 

(name ) 


I,_, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered 

and privately bonded notary public in our county, township, and country aforesaid, hereby attest and 
acknowledge the facts as duly presented before me by the free inhabitant Donald Nelson known to me 

who signed said presentments before me on this_day of_, in the 

year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, through our Redeemer Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety 
Five, A.D.. 


Fees:_, Oath:_, Postage: 

Mileage:_, Affidavit:_, Misc.: _ 
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U.C.C./FS-4 Private security agreement “TRUE BILL” 

{bargain of the parties in fact} 

CRAIG V. MISSOURI 29 US (IV PET.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Roy C. Rodeghiero, judge in Musselshell county, individually, and as agent for the political will 
corporation State of Montana, jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non-negotiable "true bill" 
U.C.C./FS-4 PRIVATE security agreement under the principle of "ignorance of the law is no excuse", and 
therefore, by these due PRESENTMENTS for acceptance without dishonor under MCA §§ 30-3-504 & 505, 
through principles of MCA § 30-1-103 of undue influence, duress, coercion, mistake, misrepresentation, 
fraud, principal and agent, law of contracts, estoppel, bankruptcy and other validating or invalidating causes 
and by our supremacy Common Law (applicable Law under MCA § 30-1-105 N.I.L.) herein contained agree 
as follows: 

On or about the_ day of_, 199_, and at prior times I, Roy C. Rodeghiero, did 

willfully, knowingly, and voluntarily by my own acts by commissions and acts of omissions in direct 
relation to the sovereign American freeman character Richard E. Wilson, cause a breach of trust pursuant to 
my official specific performance public bond under public trust by my agency public oath of office in 
purview of our original handwritten Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, 
A.D., and did then and there cause a Common Law crime of forcible entry upon the close, unlawful 
detainer, libel and slander against the good name, the good character, the good standing, the good credit, the 
good reputation and the Right of Private contract of the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, in his state, 
meaning his sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State by his 
Lawful Authority under our original handwritten Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred 
Eighty Nine, A.D.. 

It is not yet fully clear to me, Roy C. Rodeghiero, as agent for the United States, the extent of 
Lawful judicial Power and judicial Authority possessed by the Kings' Bench and the Justices' Courts in their 
comitatus, but by this DUE PRIVATE PRESENTMENT in Law and by the conflicts of Law under the 
Negotiable Instruments Law it is becoming more and more clear to me, Roy C. Rodeghiero, admitted non- 
registered foreign agent acting in concert with INTERPOL, at all times, especially under UCC § 1-103.6 as 
in Anderson's on the Uniform Commercial Code, by the meaning of the term " fraud ", since some of my 
cohorts in our criminal activity have suggested to me we are in trouble and the People of the Posterity in 
Montana do know and understand their judicial Power and judicial Authority under their original and 
exclusive venue and jurisdiction, with official national protections for them at their supremacy Common 
Law and by reason of our failures under our own colorable rules and codes as in 18 U.S.C. § 2386, which I 
fully know and understand is a felony with five years prison term as the just punishment, and We further 
admit of the Lawful existence of their posse comitatus by our own colorable rules and codes at 18 U.S.C., § 
1385. 


I, Roy C. Rodeghiero, individually, and as a known non-registered foreign agent for our title of 
nobility bankrupt municipal coiporation United States, jointly and severally, hereby admit Article 1, Section 
10, Clause 1 of our national constitution, prohibits me, Roy C. Rodeghiero, and my willful and knowing 
accomplices under our title of nobility foederal (federal) agency a/k/a federal lending institutions who are in 
direct violation of the national constitution, while doing business in the several states, meaning the fifty 
States on and equal footing with the thirteen original Colonies, through the enabling act as contained within 
the Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D., from foreclosure actions in 
any State Court against the sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent 
State, freeman character Richard E. Wilson, for reasons in Law any such action caused by us (titles of 
nobility) is repugnant to the Constitution of Montana. 
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I, Roy C. Rodeghiero, admit as an elected judge, 1 either knew or should have known the fact in 
Law, when 1, Roy C. Rodeghiero, sign a recusal order concerning myself, in any cause of action, all the 
signed nisi prius orders, decrees, rulings, and memos which were enacted by me, Roy C. Rodeghiero, are 
stricken from the Court of Record in their entirety, since such signed orders by me, Roy C. Rodeghiero, by 
the presumption of bias and prejudice which 1 have necessarily admitted by my recusal, were also biased, 
prejudiced, and made of no Lawful effect whatsoever by my own admittance. 

1, Roy C. Rodeghiero, either knew or should have known my Lawful authority for committing these 
willful, knowing, and intentional acts against the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, whether by my own 
commissions or my own omissions in purview of my Lawful scope of authority under my delegation of 
authority is limited and restricted by our own political will bankrupt corporation statute-merchant codes and 
other Law, and in purview of the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, do not now, nor did I, Roy C. 
Rodeghiero, have in the past, any legal nor Lawful authority to restrain the natural Law unalienable Right of 
Liberty by Right of Inheritance from Almighty God, which is possessed by the freeman character Richard E. 
Wilson, through my delegation of authority public oath of office which supports, protects, defends, and 
guarantees to the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his supremacy Common Law in his comitatus 
these fundamental, vested, absolute Rights under our national and our state constitutions “without” the 
United States in America. 

I, Roy C. Rodeghiero, also knew and admit trial by jurymen of peers for the freeman character is 
beyond my scope of authority and limits of discretion, to enforce a summary judgment as against the 
freeman character Richard E. Wilson, thereby denying, delaying, and selling justice to the freeman character 
Richard E. Wilson, which is repugnant to our Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred 
Eighty Nine, A.D., specifically under Article III, section 23, which I admit as quoted: “The right of trial by 
jury shall be secured to all, and remain inviolate-”. 

I, Roy C. Rodeghiero, know and understand the concept of “titles of nobility”, and the associated 
prohibitions which are contained in the intent of my delegated authority official public oath of office with 
enforcement's against me via pains and penalties of perjury should I, Roy C. Rodeghiero, become so 
engrossed in aiding and abetting the titles of nobility a/k/a non-registered non-bonded attomey(s) in their 
willful and knowing acts of common barratry and lust for filthy lucre which could blind me in my ongoing 
parasitic lifestyle which was condemned by Jesus himself, for the main reasons We, meaning I, Roy C. 
Rodeghiero, and my willful and knowing accomplices, the shysters, John R. Christensen an example, feed 
upon widows and oiphans while attempting to conceal the fact the inside of our cup is black as the robe of 
our Master, our fellow judges, our attorneys, our lawyers, our Bar Associations and our title of nobility 
political will bankrupt corporation officers. 

I, Roy C. Rodeghiero, by reason of this due PRESENTMENT public and Private notice, know and 
understand I must immediately cease and desist in this Common Law forcible entry upon the close by 
unlawful detainer against Richard E. Wilson, and the libel and slander which was caused against Richard E. 
Wilson by me, Roy C. Rodeghiero, willfully acting in concert with my willful and knowing accomplices, 
partially listed by names herein but not limited to: Peter L. Rapkoch, John L. Warner, John R. Christensen, 
Wayne C. Edwards, Mike Zacker, Greta M. Ross, David Stuvor, Ann Brodsky, John Peake, Joseph R. Biden, 
Jr., Frances Stephens, Eugene Couch, Max Baucus, Mike McCord, Donald W. Hutchinson, Tom Killam, 
Robert M. Holter, and Paul G. Hatfield. 

As a direct consequence of my willful, knowing and voluntary participation in the facts as presented 
by me, Roy C. Rodeghiero, in this Private security agreement “TRUE BILL”, I, Roy C. Rodeghiero, 
individually, and as agent for title of nobility “within” the United States, jointly and severally, agree the 
damages which I, Roy C. Rodeghiero, have caused against the sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as 
a free sovereign and independent State, Richard E. Wilson, his heirs, his assigns, and his Posterity, are for 
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the sum certain amount of One Hundred Million (100,000,000) Dollars of Money as Lawfully defined by the 
united States of America through acts of congress in compliance with our state constitution in the year of 
Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine A.D., and our national constitution in the year of Seventeen Hundred Eighty 
Seven, A.D.. 

For good cause shown upon this Court of Record, it appearing to me, Roy C. Rodeghiero, non- 
registered foreign agent under INTERPOL, by these known facts in this PRIVATE security agreement 
“TRUE BILL”, 1, Roy C. Rodeghiero, individually, and as non-registered foreign agent for title of nobility 
political will corporation state of Montana d/b/a “within” the United States, jointly and severally, have by 
this courtesy ten (10) days to answer this due PRESENTMENT Private security agreement “True Bill” 
served upon me by the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, for my willful and knowing acts of trespass of 
PRIVATE Liberty enjoyed by the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, which by my willful, knowing, and 
intentional acts aided and abetted by my willing and knowing accomplices named herein, has been 
unlawfully taken from the sovereign freeman character Richard E. Wilson, and I must sign bona fide this 
due PRESENTMENT non-negotiable PRIVATE security agreement "True Bill" and the attached U.C.C./FS- 
1 non-standard, non-negotiable form, or in the alternative, by my right to default " nihil dicit ", allow the 
accommodation/surety/guarantor signature under MCA § 30-3-415 by enforcement's at MCA § 30-9-501 for 
any judicial process whatsoever in Law under MCA § 30-1-105 through protections for the freeman 
character Richard E. Wilson at MCA § 30-1-207 for reasons under contract law to specific performance by 
principal and agent at MCA § 30-1-103 conflict of Laws hereinabove enumerated. 

1, Roy C. Rodeghiero, know and understand the supremacy Common Law ninety-nine (99) year limit 
for Common Law liens duly filed and duly recorded by the office of clerk of our one Supreme Court a/k/a 
the office of the clerk and recorder in and for Fergus county/comitatus as entered by suit of the sovereign 
(Court) with or without resort to a legislative created tribunal, especially upon this prior courtesy of ten (10) 
day final notice, and enforceable under the full faith and credit of the united States of America under the 
Uniform Enforcement of Foreign Judgments Act at Rule 9(e), 44.1, Rule 902(3)(A)(B), (8) & (9), and MCA 
§ 25-9-502, and MCA § 30-9-501 et al., in this state of the forum supremacy Common Law under the 
conflicts of law provisions of the Uniform Commercial Code as adopted into our political will bankrupt 
corporate non-registered non-bonded compact party state of Montana d/b/a “within” the United States and 
executable in the foreign country of Montana “Republican Form of Government” People of the Posterity in 
and for their respective comitatus in their Nation in America. 

PRIVATE SEAL ACKNOWLEDGMENT: “judici satis poena est, quod Deum habet ultorem” 


Roy C. Rodeghiero, individually, and jointly and severally acting as title of nobility “nihil dicit” 

teste this_day of_, in the year of our Almighty God, 

through our Redeemer, Jesus the Messiah, A.D. Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four. 

PRIVATE SEAL OF SUIT OF THE SOVEREIGN: "without prejudice" and "without recourse" 

with special, express, and explicit reservation of all natural Law unalienable Rights of Inheritance 

from Almighty GOD, waiving none ever in and for Fergus comitatus in Montana in America. 

ATTESTATION: _ 

Richard E. Wilson, jus soli, jus sanguinis, jure coronae, sui juris character in Law 
teste meipso this 25th day of January, in the year of our Almighty God, 
through our Redeemer, Jesus the Messiah, A.D. Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four 


Jurat in Law: 


Jurat in Law: 

Honorable Justice 

, in Law 

Jurat in Law: 

Honorable Justice 

, in Law 


Honorable Justice 

, in Law 
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U.C.C./FS-4 Private security agreement “TRUE BILL” 

{bargain of the parties in fact} 

CRAIG V. MISSOURI 29 US (IV PET.) 410, 433-36 (1830) 

I, Mike Zacher, individually, and as agent for Basin State Bank, jointly and severally, attest to these facts in this non- 
negotiable non-standard form U.C.C./FS-4 PRIVATE security agreement “True Bill” under the principle of 
"ignorance of the law is no excuse", and therefore, by these due PRESENTMENTS for acceptance without dishonor 
under MCA §§ 30-3-504 & 505, through principles of MCA § 30-1-103 of undue influence, duress, coercion, 
mistake, misrepresentation, fraud, principal and agent, law of contracts, estoppel, bankruptcy and other validating or 
invalidating causes and by our supremacy Common Law (applicable Law under MCA § 30-1-105 N.I.L.) herein 
contained agree as follows: 

In the year of 1991, and at future times I, Mike Zacher, agent for Basin State Bank, did willfully, 
knowingly, and voluntarily by my own acts by commissions and acts of omissions in direct relation to the sovereign 
American freeman character Richard E. Wilson, cause a breach of trust pursuant to my official specific performance 
public bond under public trust in purview of our original handwritten Constitution of Montana in the year of 
Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D., and did then and there cause a Common Law crime of forcible entry upon the 
close, unlawful detainer, libel and slander against the good name, the good character, the good standing, the good 
credit, the good reputation and the Right of Private contract of the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, in his state, 
meaning his sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State in and for Fergus 
county/comitatus by his Lawful Authority under our original handwritten Constitution of Montana in the year of 
Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D.. 

It is not yet fully clear to me, Mike Zacher, as agent for the bankrupt public policy “within” the United 
States, the extent of Lawful judicial Power and judicial Authority possessed by the Kings' Bench and the Justices' 
Courts in their comitatus, but by this due Private PRESENTMENT in Law, and by the conflicts of Law under the 
Negotiable Instruments Law it is becoming more and more clear to me, Mike Zacher, admitted non-registered 
foreign agent acting in concert with INTERPOL, at all times, especially under UCC § 1-103.6 as in Anderson's on 
the Uniform Commercial Code , by the meaning of the term " fraud ", since some of my cohorts in our criminal activity 
have suggested to me we are in trouble and the People of the Posterity in Montana do know and understand their 
judicial Power and judicial Authority under their territorial venue original and exclusive jurisdiction, with official 
national protections for them at their supremacy Common Law, and by reason of our failures under our own 
colorable rules and codes as in 18 U.S.C. § 2386, which I fully know and understand is a felony with five years 
prison term as the just punishment, and We further admit of the Lawful existence of their posse comitatus by our own 
colorable rules and codes at 18 U.S.C., § 1385. 

I, Mike Zacher, individually, and as a known non-registered foreign agent for our title of nobility bankrupt 
municipal political will corporation “within” the United States, jointly and severally, hereby admit Article 1, Section 
10, Clause 1 of our national constitution, prohibits me, Mike Zacher, and my willful and knowing non-registered 
foreign agent accomplices under our title of nobility foederal (federal) agency a/k/a federal lending institutions who 
are in direct violation of the national constitution, while doing business in the several states, meaning the fifty States 
on an equal footing with the thirteen original Colonies, through the enabling act as contained within the original 
handwritten Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D., from foreclosure actions in 
any State Court against the sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State, 
freeman character Richard E. Wilson in and for Fergus county/comitatus, for reasons in Law any such action caused 
by us (titles of nobility) is repugnant to the original handwritten Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen 
Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D.. 

I, Mike Zacher, either knew or should have known, by my position as lending officer for the Basin State 
Bank in Stanford, Montana state in the U.S.A., could not ever Lawfully loan any Dollars of Money to the freeman 
character Richard E. Wilson in and for Fergus county/comitatus, for reasons in Law, through acts of congress, no 
such Lawful Dollars of Money have been in public circulation in Montana ( a country ) at the time of the original 
signing of any note, mortgage, or any other type of agreement or contract which may have been signed by the 
freeman character Richard E. Wilson, (whether or whether not induced by undue influence, misrepresentation, or 
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fraud), between our Basin State Bank d/b/a “within” the United States and the freeman character Richard E. Wilson 
in his self-governing free sovereign and independent State, a foreign country in relation to our public policy bankrupt 
political will corporation United States. 

I, Mike Zacher, lending agent “within” the United States, either knew or should have known my Lawful 
authority for committing these willful, knowing, and intentional acts against the natural Law unalienable Rights of 
Liberty of the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his self-governing State, whether by my own commissions or 
my own omissions in purview of my Lawful scope of authority under my delegation of authority under my foreign 
principal is limited and restricted by our own political will bankrupt corporation statute-merchant codes and other 
Law , and in purview of the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in and for Fergus county/comitatus, do not now, nor 
did I, Mike Zacher, have in the past, any legal nor Lawful authority to restrain the natural Law unalienable Right of 
Liberty by Right of Inheritance from Almighty God, which is possessed by the freeman character Richard E. Wilson 
in his free sovereign and independent State, through my delegation of authority office which supports, protects, 
defends, and guarantees to the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his supremacy Common Law in his comitatus 
these fundamental, vested, absolute, natural Law unalienable Rights under our national and our state constitutions 
“without” the United States in America. 

I, Mike Zacher, acting in concert with the non-registered foreign agents of the United States, also knew and 
admit the Right of trial by jurymen of peers for the freeman character is beyond my scope of authority and limits of 
discretion to deny to the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, to enforce a summary judgment as against the 
freeman character Richard E. Wilson in and for Fergus county/comitatus, thereby denying, delaying, and selling 
justice to the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his State, which is repugnant to our original handwritten 
Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D., specifically under Article III, section 
23, which I admit as quoted: “The right of trial by jury shall be secured to all, and remain inviolate - 

I, Mike Zacher, agent for Basin State Bank, know and understand the concept of “titles of nobility”, and the 
associated prohibitions which are contained within the intent of my delegated authority official position with Basin 
State Bank, with enforcement's in Law against me should 1, Mike Zacher, agent for Basin State Bank, become so 
engrossed in aiding and abetting the titles of nobility a/k/a non-registered non-bonded attorney(s) in their willful and 
knowing acts of common barratry and lust for filthy lucre which could blind me in my ongoing parasitic lifestyle 
which was condemned by Jesus himself, for the main reasons We, meaning I, Mike Zacher, and my willful and 
knowing accomplices, the shysters, feed upon widows and orphans while attempting to conceal the fact the inside of 
our cup is black as the robe of our Master, our fellow judges, our attorneys, our lawyers, our Bar Associations and 
our title of nobility political will bankrupt municipal corporation “within” the United States. 

I, Mike Zacher, by reason of this due Private PRESENTMENT through this public and Private notice 
served upon me by the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in and for Fergus county/comitatus, fully know and 
understand I must immediately cease and desist in this Common Law forcible entry upon the close by unlawful 
detainer against the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his self-governing State, and the libel and slander which 
was caused against the freeman character Richard E. Wilson, by me, Mike Zacher, willfully acting in concert with 
my willful and knowing accomplices, partially listed by names herein but not limited to: John R. Christensen, Greta 
M. Ross, Robert M. Holter, Peter L. Rapkoch, Roy C. Rodeghiero, John L. Warner, Paul G. Hatfield, Donald W. 
Hutchinson, John Peake, Tom Killam, Mike McCord, Max Baucus, and Ann Brodsky. 

As a direct consequence of my willful, knowing and voluntary participation in the facts as presented by me, 
Mike Zacher, in this due PRESENTMENT Private security agreement “TRUE BILL”, I, Mike Zacher, individually, 
and as agent for title of nobility “within” the United States, jointly and severally, agree the damages which I, Mike 
Zacher, have caused against the sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State, 
Richard E. Wilson in and for Fergus county/comitatus, his heirs, his assigns, and his Posterity, are for the sum certain 
amount of One Hundred Million (100,000,000) Dollars of Money as Lawfully defined by the united States of 
America through acts of congress in compliance with the original handwritten Constitution of Montana in the year of 
Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine A.D., and our national constitution in the year of Seventeen Hundred Eighty Seven, 
A.D.. 
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For good cause shown upon this Court of Record in this Justices' Court, it appearing to me, Mike Zacher, 
non-registered foreign agent under INTERPOL and acting in concert with the International Monetary Fund, by these 
known facts in this due PRESENTMENT Private security agreement “TRUE BILL”, I, Mike Zacher, individually, 
and as agent for Basin State Bank in Stanford, Montana state, U.S.A., non-registered foreign agent for title of 
nobility political will corporation state of Montana d/b/a “within” the bankrupt public policy United States, jointly 
and severally, have by this courtesy ten (10) days to answer this due PRESENTMENT Private security agreement 
“True Bill” served upon me by the freeman character Richard E. Wilson in and for Fergus county/comitatus, for my 
willful and knowing acts of trespass against the Private Liberty enjoyed by the freeman character Richard E. Wilson 
in and for Fergus county/comitatus, which by my willful, knowing, and intentional acts, whether by commission or 
omission, aided and abetted by my willing and knowing accomplices named herein, has been committed against the 
sovereign freeman character Richard E. Wilson in his State, and I must sign bona fide this due PRESENTMENT 
non-negotiable, non-standard form Private security agreement "True Bill" and the attached U.C.C./FS-l non¬ 
standard, non-negotiable form, or in the alternative, by my right to default " nihil dicit ", allow the accommodation/ 
surety/ guarantor signature under MCA § 30-3-415 by enforcement's at MCA § 30-9-501 for any judicial process 
whatsoever in Law by parties power to choose applicable Law under MCA § 30-1-105 through protections for the 
freeman character Richard E. Wilson under his sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and 
independent State, at MCA § 30-1-207 for reasons under contract law to specific performance by principal and agent 
at MCA § 30-1-103 conflict of Laws hereinabove enumerated. 

I, Mike Zacher, acting in concert with non-registered foreign agents of the United States, know and 
understand the supremacy Common Law ninety-nine (99) year limit for Common Law liens duly filed and duly 
recorded by the office of clerk of our one Supreme Court a/k/a the office of the clerk and recorder in and for Fergus 
county/comitatus as entered by suit of the sovereign (Court) freeman character Richard E. Wilson, with or without 
resort to a legislative created tribunal, especially upon this prior courtesy of ten (10) day final notice, and 
enforceable under the full faith and credit of the united States of America under the Uniform Enforcement of Foreign 
Judgments Act at Rule 9(e), 44.1, Rule 902(3)(A)(B), (8) & (9), MCA § 25-9-502, MCA § 30-9-501 et al„ in this 
state of the forum supremacy Common Law in and for Fergus county/comitatus under the conflicts of law provisions 
of the Uniform Commercial Code as adopted into our political will bankrupt municipal corporate non-registered non- 
bonded compact party state of Montana d/b/a “within” the United States and executable in the foreign country of 
Montana “Republican Form of Government” People of the Posterity in and for their respective comitatus in their 
Nation in America. 

Private seal Acknowledgment: “ubi jus, ibi remedium” 


Mike Zacher, individually, and as agent for Basin State Bank, jointly and severally acting as title of nobility "nihil 
dicit” 

teste this_day of January, in the year of our Almighty God, 

Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four A.D. . 

PRIVATE SEAL OF SUIT OF THE SOVEREIGN: "without prejudice" and "without recourse" 

with special, express, and explicit reservation of all natural Law unalienable Rights of Inheritance 

from Almighty GOD, waiving none ever in and for Fergus comitatus in Montana in America. 

ATTESTATION: _ 

Richard E. Wilson, jus soli, jus sanguinis, jure coronae, sui juris character 
teste meipso this 22nd day of January, in the year of our Almighty God, 

Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four A.D. 

J urat in Law: _ 

Honorable Justice LeRoy M. Schweitzer, in Law 

J urat in Law: _ 

Honorable Justice Rodney O. Skurdal, in Law 

J urat in Law: _ 

Honorable Justice Daniel E. Petersen, in Law 
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WRIT OF ATTACHMENT 


Montana state ) 

Garfield county ) ss. of_Township 

Before 


Richard E. Clark and A. Lance Tonn 

Emmett Clark VERSUS 

Plaintiffs. Defendant. 

The People in Montana state to the Sheriff or any Constable of said county: 

WHEREAS, The above entitled action was commenced in the said Justice Court by the Plaintiff 
Richard E. Clark and Emmett Clark in said action to recover from the defendant A. Lance Tonn in said 
action the sum certain amount of One Hundred Seventy-Five ( 175,000,000.00 ) Million Dollars of 
Lawful Money of the United States of America, besides interest at the rate of 10 per cent per annum from 
the 13th day of September, 1993 A.D., and costs of suit; and the necessary affidavit and undertaking 
herein having been filed and recorded as required by law. 

Now We Do THEREFORE Command YOU the Sheriff or Constable; that you attach and safely keep 
all the property of the said Defendant_ 


within your said County, not exempt from execution, or so much thereof as may be sufficient to satisfy 
said Plaintiffs Richard E. Clark and Emmett Clark demand for 175,000,000.00, as above mentioned, 
unless said Defendant A. Lance Tonn give 500,000.00 Dollars of Money as security by the undertaking 
of two sufficient sureties, in an amount sufficient to satisfy such demand, besides costs, in which case 
you will take such undertaking. And hereof make due and legal service and return. 

Given under my hand this_day of October, in the year of our Almighty God, Nineteen 

Hundred Ninety Four, A.D.. 


Justice of the Peace. 





Our one Supreme Court in and for Musselshell county/comitatus 


Bounty 


One Million Dollars of Money offered to any freeman character who successfully arrests and presents to our 
one Supreme Court in and for Musselshell county/comitatus any executive appointed executive ministerial 
officer a/k/a federal judge who has signed a warrant of arrest against our Honorable Justice LeRoy M. 
Schweitzer, without any lawful authority under our Constitution of Montana in the year of 1889, under the 
protections for our People of the Posterity who are not subject to statutes nor federal Codes nor acts of 
congress, d/b/a public policy. 

Suspects include but are not limited to “Panama Paul” a/k/a Paul G. Hatfield, John W. Whelan, Gordon L. 
Smith, Fra nk Davis, Thomas A. Olson, Jack D. Shanstrom and Larry W. Moran. 

The substance for Dollars of Money are in the form of non-standard non-negotiable perfected securities duly 
filed, recorded, and made public record in this Court of Justice in and for Gallatin county with the office of our 
clerk and recorder. These perfected securities will be assigned over to the freemen characters who lawfully 
assist us in our supremacy Common Law arrest of foreign agents who have invaded our venue, original and 
exclusive jurisdiction which is beyond the scope of authority of acts of congress. 

This Bounty is bona fide in Law!!!!!!!!! 

And duly signed, sealed, and proclaimed by this Lawful Edict from our Honorable Justice LeRoy M. 
Schweitzer in and for Musselshell county/comitatus invoking our one Supreme Court original and exclusive 
jurisdiction, with full protections, secured and guaranteed in our Constitution of Montana in the year of 1889. 

One Supreme Court: 


by Honorable Justice LeRoy M. Schweitzer, in Law. 
Common Law Clerk of our one Supreme Court of necessity 


Honorable Justice Rodney O. Skurdal, in Law 
Common Law Witnesses: 


Honorable Justice Warren Stone, in Law 


Honorable Justice Daniel E. Petersen, in Law 


Honorable Justice Richard E. Clark, in Law 


Honorable Justice Edwin Clark, in Law 


Honorable Justice Ralph Clark, in Law 


Honorable Justice Gary DesPois, in Law 
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Honorable Justice Claude L. Keith, in Law 


Honorable Justice William L. Stanton, in Law 


Honorable Justice Lavon Thomas Hanson, in Law 


Honorable Justice Larry L. Wrobetz, in Law 


Honorable Justice Robert F. Kramlich, in Law 


Honorable Justice Lyle Chamberlin, in Law 


Honorable Justice Lavem Stellflug, in Law 


Honorable Justice Craig Schweitzer, in Law 


Honorable Justice Scott Schweitzer, in Law 


Honorable Justice Delbert Cole, in Law 


Honorable Justice Frank Meade, in Law 


Honorable Justice Curtis D. Haskins, in Law 


Honorable Justice James W. Mumion, in Law 


Honorable Justice Richard E. Wilson, in Law 
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Sanborn county court 

country of South Dakota 
Common Law venue - - supreme Court 

United States of America ) before our Justices' 

South Dakota state { organic } ) ss. original and exclusive jurisdiction 

Sanborn county ) Cancellation of signature upon finding of fraud 

TO: office of supreme Court clerk, c/o office of supreme Court Justices'; and. United States Bureau of Internal 
Revenue; Farmers Home Administration; United States Bankruptcy Court; United States District Court, District of 
South Dakota, Southern Division; United States Department of Agriculture; United States Department of Commerce; 
Farm Credit Services, f/k/a the Federal Land Bank of Omaha, et al.. 

I, Francis L. Rhoads, having just cause in our supreme Court in and for Sanborn county in our country of South 
Dakota, hereby cancel any and all past signatures on all papers, documents, agreements, contracts, quasi-agreements, 
quasi-contracts, implied consent agreements, implied consent contracts, instruments, licenses, permits, authorities, 
presentments and the like based upon my recent findings of fraud committed by the “other jurisdiction” United States 
political will public policy limited liability municipal corporation d/b/a compact party state of South Dakota and its 
agencies county of Sanborn of the state of South Dakota and the like, said fraud being unrevealed adhesion contracts 
with unrevealed compelled benefits presumed to be enforceable upon the Sovereign freeman character Francis L. 
Rhoads in his country of South Dakota which said country of South Dakota through its bonded public officers must 
support, uphold, protect, defend and guarantee to the Sovereign Francis L. Rhoads his Republican form of self- 
government through Article IV, section 4, Article IV, section 2, and Article IV, section 1 of our national Constitution 
in harmony with our Constitution of South Dakota especially under Article III, section 23 with respect to our Courts 
of Justice, our offices in the counties, our constables, our law of descent, our summoning and empaneling grand and 
petit juries, our assessment of taxes, our making rules in our Courts of Justice, our limiting of special franchises, our 
enforcement against titles of nobility and the like. 

The above named United States agencies, bureaus, corporations, tribunals, agents, offices, departments, 
commissions, boards and the like are hereby notified by public post in and for Sanborn county court in our country 
of South Dakota of the spirit and intent of this cancellation of all past signatures upon finding of fraud as recently 
discovered by the Sovereign Francis L. Rhoads. This cancellation of any and all past signatures made by me, Francis 
L. Rhoads is nunc pro tunc. 

This affidavit of cancellation of signatures by Francis L. Rhoads in Sanborn county-court in our country of South 
Dakota is true, correct and certain; and, “But before all, my brethren, do not swear, neither by the 
heavens, nor by the earth, nor any other kind of oath; but let your yes be yes; and your no, no; so 
that you may not fall under a sentence.” 

“Holy Scriptures” James 5:12 Ferrar Fenton 

teste meipso this_day of May, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, 

through our Redeemer, Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

per curiam:_ 

Francis L. Rhoads, sui juris, in our supreme Court, Sanborn county-court, in our country of 
South Dakota, expressly not “within” the admitted bankrupt United States, its territories, its 
States, its states, its possessions, and its jurisdictions nor venue. 

notary public Seal:_ 

, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately bonded. 

I,_, notary public in our County and State aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge the above 

described document as true, correct and certain, duly signed before me by the freeman character known as 
Francis L. Rhoads, on this_day of May, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Fees:_, Oath:_, Postage:_, 

Affidavit:_, Mileage:_, Misc.:_. 




Sibley county court 

country of Minnesota 
Common Law venue - - supreme Court 


United States of America ) 

Minnesota state { organic } ) ss. before our Justices' 

Sibley county ) 

CAVEAT EMPTOR 

TO: office of supreme Court clerk, c/o office of supreme Court Justices'; and, 

office of sheriff in and for Sibley county; all defendants on supreme Court quiet title in matters of Oliver Kramer. 

Greetings: 

You are hereby given due public notice by our Justices' in our supreme Court Common Law venue, original and 
exclusive jurisdiction in and for Sibley county in matters of purported sheriffs sale of private property Rightfully 
owned and possessed by the State in fact Oliver Kramer purportedly set for the 2nd day of June, Nineteen Hundred 
Ninety Five, A.D. at 10:00 o'clock A.M., any party attempting to bid on the private property Rightfully owned and 
possessed by Oliver Kramer will be subject to both civil and criminal action unless and until said private party would 
make answer to quiet title cause of action duly filed for record and docketed in our supreme Court in and for Sibley 
county, country of Minnesota expressly without the United States. 

This is your final warning. Caveat Emptor 

This public notice by Oliver Kramer is true, correct and certain. 

teste meipso this_day of May, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, through our Redeemer, Yahshua the 

Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

per curiam:_ 

Oliver Kramer, sui juris in our supreme Court, Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction 




Allonge attachement: Nov. 18th, 1994, To: Jim Tryand 

prima facie evidence from Bank Officers Handbook on Commercial Banking Law 

To prevent Farm Credit Ba nk of Spokane or any others from committing the criminal act of 
"Conversion" by their failure of any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract under 
ORDER of "DISTRESS WARRANT" in the form of "draft'V'item"; and 

WHEREAS: "TYPES OF SECURED TRANSACTIONS" § 29-20 

(5) "The security interest of a collecting hank is in instruments that it is collecting and security 
interests that arise under other Articles of the Code ".4 5 

(6) "The assignment that is made for the benefit of all creditors of the transferor-46 

(g) an assignment for the benefit of all the creditors of the transferor, and subsequent transfers by 
the assignee thereunder." 

AND WHEREAS: U.C.C. 8-321 (3) " A security interest in a security is subject to the provisions of 
Article 9, but: 

(a) no filing is required to perfect the security interest; and 

(b) no written security agreement signed by the debtor is necessary to make the security interest 

enforceable,-" 

THEREFORE: TYPES OF SECURED TRANSACTIONS § 29-75 "Article 9 governs in other 
respects, such as in its rules on the responsibilities of a pledgee. H 6" 

*** U.C.C. § 8-321(3). "A security interest in a security is subject to the provisions of Article 9, but: 

(a) no filing is required to perfect the security interest; and 

(b) no written security agreement signed by the debtor is necessary to make the security interest 

enforceable,-" 

AND FURTHER: § 29-5 "Placing the collateral in the possession of an escrow agent, who serves as 
agent for both the secured party and the debtor, should be effective to perfect a security interest in the 
collateral. The arrangement gives notice of the secured party's interest. 

WHEREAS: § 29-60 "-It obviously covers instruments that are not negotiable."- 

THEREFORE" U.C.C. § 8-308. (1) "An endorsement of a certificated security in registered form is made 
when an appropriate person signs on it or on a separate document an assignment or transfer of the 
security or a power to assign or transfer it or his signature is written without more upon the back of the 
security. 

(5) "An instruction originated by an appropriate person is: 

(a) a writing signed by an appropriate person; or 

(b) a communication to the issuer in any form agreed upon in a writing signed by the issuer and 

an appropriate person." 

AND: "U.C.C. § 8-306 (1) & (2) A person by transferring a certificated security to a purchaser for value 
warrants only that: 

(a) his transfer is effective and rightful; 

(b) the security is genuine and has not been materially altered; and 
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(c) he knows of no fact which might impair the validity of the security." 

(5) "A person who originates an instruction warrants to the issuer that: 

(a) he is an appropriate person to originate the instruction; and 

(b) at the time the instruction is presented to the issuer he will be entitled to the registration of 
transfer, pledge, or RELEASE." 

WHEREFORE: TYPES OF SECURED TRANSACTIONS § 29-5 "THE PLEDGE IS A SECURITY 

ARRANGEMENT WITH ANCIENT ROOTS."-" the common thread to this transaction is 

that the secured party takes possession of it and holds it until the obligation is discharged. The rights/ 
REMEDIES of the secured party and the debtor in this arrangement are determined by their agreement 
and the Code." "Under the Commercial Code, a pledge is one permissible method of creating a security 
interest."^ 

*** 1 U.C.C. §§ 1-201(7), (9-102(2). 

AND: "It is not necessary to have a written security agreement signed by the debtor"- 2 
*** 2 U.C.C. §(9-203(1 )(a). 

WHEREAS: "A security interest in a letter of credit can only be obtained by taking possession of the 
writing." 2 

*** 7 U.C.C. §§ 5-116, 9-305. TRANSFER AND ASSIGNMENT. 

(1) "The right to draw under a credit can be transferred or assigned only when the credit is 

expressly designated as transferable or assignable." 

(3) "Except where the beneficiary has effectively assigned his right to draw or his right to 
proceeds, nothing in this section limits his right to transfer or negotiate drafts or demands 

drawn under the credit." and, 

U.C.C. § 5-105 "Consideration." "NO CONSIDERATION IS NECESSARY TO 
ESTABLISH A CREDIT OR TO ENLARGE OR OTHERWISE MODIFY ITS TERMS. 

WHEREAS: U.C.C. § 8-105 "NOT-NEGOTIABLE"; "PRESUMPTIONS". 

(2) —"(Section 8-308) are neither negotiable instruments nor certificated securities." 

(3) "In any action on a security: 

(a) "unless specifically denied in the pleadings, each signature on a certificated security, in a 
necessary endorsement, on an initial transaction statement, or on an instruction, is admitted; and, 
§ 8-106. "APPLICABILITY." 

"The law (including the conflict of laws rules) if the jurisdiction of organization of the issuer 
governs the validity of a security, the effectiveness of registration by the issuer, and the 
rights /REMEDIES and duties of the issuer with respect to: 

(a) registration of transfer of a certificated security; 

(b) registration of transfer, pledge, or release of an uncertificated security; 

U.C.C. 1-105 TERRITORIAL APPLICATION OF THE ACT; 

POWER TO CHOOSE APPLICABLE LAW" 

THEREFORE: "The secured party can take possession of the collateral through an agent. 8 One form of 
agency is a bailment." 

*** 8 U.C.C. § 9-305, Comment 2. 

WHEREAS: "PERFECTION OF SECURITY INTERESTS" § 28-20 


“Allonge” 
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"THE SECURITY AGREEMENT" 

-"Thus, the general rule is that security agreements are enforceable."-and- 

"Possession of the collateral by the secured party, as in the case of a pledge, 
constitutes a substitute for a signed, written agreement."28 
*** 2 8 U.C.C. § 9-203(1 )(a). 

WHEREFORE: U.C.C. § 9-402 (2) (l)"is sufficient when it is signed by the secured party instead of the 
debtor if it is filed to perfect a security interest in: 

(a) collateral already subject to a security interest in another jurisdiction when it is brought into 
this state,"- 

AND WHEREAS: § 19-20 "DUTIES OF BANK & CUSTOMER" 

3. Special deposits. "Special deposits may take a number of forms." 

-"Often, special deposits are payable upon demand,"- 

-— "When nonneaotiable. the bank simply contracts to return the amount to the 
depositor."-- 

THEREFORE: "DEFAULT AND ENFORCEMENT" §31-10 

"The Code permits the secured party to repossess the collateral by self-help when that may be 
done without "breach of the peace." and-"Typically, this will be an action in the nature of replevin." 

U.C.C. § 2-716 "Buyers Right to Specific Performance or Replevin." 

WHEREAS: "DEFAULT AND ENFORCEMENT OF SECURITY INTERESTS" § 31-5 

"Default occurs when the conditions constituting default, as stipulated in the security agreement, 
arise. "1 

*** 1 U.C.C. § 9-501(1). "Default; Procedure When Security Agreement Covers 
Both Real and Personal Property. 

(1) "When a debtor is in default under a security agreement, a secured party has the rights and 
remedies provided in this Part and except as limited by subsection(3)those provided in the 
security agreement. He may reduce his claim to judgment, foreclose or otherwise 

enforce the security interest by any available judicial procedure." and, 

-"However, the burden of establishing lack of good faith is on the debtor".-and, 

§ 31-10 "REPOSSESSION OF THE COLLATERAL 

-"The right to take possession of the collateral arises when default occurs."- 

COLLECTION OF INSTRUMENTS § 21-25 

-"When a collecting bank is handling an item for collection, the bank generally will be under a 

duty to act more promptly than the above time periods suggest."- "On the other hand, if the bank 

delays beyond its midnight deadline, the bank will have the burden of proving that its delay was 

reasonable."- "Failure to establish the reasonableness of the delay may, to the extent of any loss 

caused by its delay, make the hank liable to its customer for the amount of the item. "25- 

*** 35 U.C.C. §§ 4-202(2), 4-103(5). and. 
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-"Failure to give notice or to return the dishonored paper by the bank's midnight deadline 

will result in a loss of the right to charge back the customer's account."37- 

*** 37 U.C.C.§ 4-212. Compare U.C.C. § 4-202, which makes the bank liable for any loss caused by the 
delay in giving notice of dishonor. See § 23-30. and further, 

-" At common law, it was the duty of the collecting bank to collect cash or legal tender. Any 

other medium was taken at the risk of the collector ."-"and if the draft or check failed of 

collection, the collecting hank had to make good on the loss."-and, "The Commercial Code not 

only makes such clearinghouse rules ******** or private agreements effective ********* but it also 
specifically authorizes collecting banks to accept the following: 

(4) "Any ha nk instrument, when collection is being made from other than a bank. "41 

***41 u.C.C. §§ 1-201(3), 4-103, 4-211. 

WHEREAS FOR JUDGMENT: "DUTIES OF BANK & CUSTOMER" §21-40 

-"If the hank fails to act within this time, it is "accountable for the amount of' the itemSO 

($$$ special note $$$ item means draft ) If the instrument is properly presented for acceptance, 

failure to act within the time allowed for acceptance will make the hank accountable.^ 1 Under the 
Commercial Code, refusal to pay or to return an instrument amounts to a CONVERSION on the part of 
the bank and it is liable for the amount of the instrument.^ i n practice, the bank's duties are about the 
same under the Commercial Code as they were under the previous Negotiable Instruments law. "- 

SO BE IT. 
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Our de jure county government 
pursuant to the Word of Almighty God 

"Blessed are those persecuted for righteousness' sake, for theirs is the kingdom of heaven." 

"Blessed are you when men revile you and persecute you and utter all kinds of evil against you falsely on my 
account. Rejoice and be glad, for your reward is great in heaven, for so men persecute the prophets who were 
before you." Matthew 5:10-12. 

M Thy kingdom come, Thy will be done, on earth as it is in Heaven . M the Lord's 

Prayer, Matt. 6: verse 10. 

And Jesus, full of the Holy Spirit, returned from the Jordan, and was led by 

the Spirit for forty days in the wildnerness, tempted by the devil. . . . And the devil took Him up, and showed Him 
all the kingdoms of the world in a moment of time, and said to Him, "To you I will give all this authority and 

their glory; for it to whom I will. If you then, will worship me, it shall be yours." And JeSUS answered 

him, "It is written, 'You shall worship the Lord your God, and him only shall 

you serve,'" Luke 4:1-8. 

See I Samuel 8:1-22 at 8:10-19; as to what will happen if we accept a king of this earth, i.e., 

man. 

He said, "These will be the ways of the king who will reign over you; he will take your sons and appoint 
them to his chariots and to be his horsemen, and to run before his chariots; and he will appoint for himself 
commanders of thousands and commanders of fifties, and some toplow his ground and to reap his harvest, and to 
make his implements of war and the equipment of his chariots. He will take your daughters to be perfumers and 
cooks and bakers. He will take the best of your fields and vineyards and olive orchards and give then to his servants. 
He will take the tenth of your grain and of your vineyards and give it to his officers and to his servants. He will take 
your menservants and maidservants, and the best of your cattle and your asses, and put them to hiswork. He will take 
the tenth of your flocks, and you shall be his slaves. And in that day you will cry out because of your king, whom you 
have chosen for yourselves; but the Lord will not answer you in that day." 

But the people refused to listen to the voice of Samuel; and they said, "No!, but we will have a king over us, 
that we also may be like all the nations, and that our king may govern us and go out before us and fight our battles." . 

Our Constitution of Montana, 1889, clearly mandated the following; 'Preamble' and our 'Bill of Rights': 
ARTICLE III, Section 1; " All political nowcr is vested in and derived from the Peonle : all government of 
Rjpht originates with the Peonle : is founded upon their will only , and is instituted solely for the good of the 
whole. " Correct in Law . [Note: Our public hirelings/servants/officials/officers/agents possess no power over 
the People, i.e., 'government' in fact; for the servants is never to be above their Master, i.e., "We the People"; 
see Texas v. White. 7 Wall. 700-743, 1869 1 

ARTICLE III, Section 2; " The Peonle of the State have the sole and exclusive ripht of poverninp themselves. 
as a free sovereign and independent State , and to alter and abolish their constitution and form of government, 
whenever they may deem it necessary to their safety and happiness, provided such change be not repugnant 

to the Constitution of the United States." Correct in Law . See Rev. 1:6. 

This is a restatment of our commandments from our Almighty God, to establish His de jure [Lawful] 
government pursuant to the Holy Scriptures, i.e., "self-governing", for did not our Lord and King, "Emmanuel", 
i.e., 'Jesus' [Isaiah 7:14; Matt. 1:23], clearly states and mandates several times that ' every man must take up the 
cross upon his shoulders ’, i.e., "self governing" by carring the weight of [self] government {ones own 
" Cross "} upon one own shoulders pursuant to the Commandments of our Almighty God in His 'good book', 

i.e. the "Bible". See Matthew 10:38; 16:24; Mark 8:34; 10:21; Luke 9:23; and 14:27. How many times does 
Emmanuel have to tell us; Israel to follw His/Gods Laws? Do you have eyes to see and ears to hear? 

" Our " Lawful Chain of Command 

1. Almighty God, pursuant to His Holy Scriptures, creator of all good and evil; ['So be it'] 

2. Adam, i.e., White race of Man/Israel, God's chosen People; 

3. We the People [Adam] of the Posterity, obedient to the Laws of Almighty God, a.k.a., our 'Common Law'; 

4. Constitution(s), * States' then, - National, with limited powers; 
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a) Article IV, Section 4 of our national Constitution, mandates a 'republican form of government', i.e., 
Wf the nconle ’-^ bv the neonle '-^' for the people ': ^ legislative, ^executive & ^judicial offices; 
pursuant to the Word of All Mighty God, i.e-T^God, ^ Son and ^ Hollv Ghost ", a " trinity " form of 
government pursuant to the Word of All Mighty God . 

5. which created public offices filled by our 'public officers/officials/agents/servants'; either 1 appointed or by 
^election; [Note: Appointive Power supersedes elective powers.] 

6. 14th Amendment, creating a 'second class of citizens', and at the bottom of the chain, i.e., corporations, persons, 
subjects, and citizens of the United States, subject to its jurisdiction. Article 1, Section VIII, clause 17, and via the 
Fourteenth Amendment. 

"America", i.e., 'United States of America', is the new " I,and " of 'milk and honey', the new 'Zion', as 
contained in the Bible, [q.v.] in which Israel-Adam cities will no longer have walls around them, and the I .and 
which Almighty God promised Israel, which we will never move from again, q.v. {'q.v.' means to look elsewhere; 
such as the Bible} 

God made two covenants with Abraham , or rather, one with Abram and the other with the same man 
after Almighty God changed his name to Abraham. 

The first of these Covenants is in Genesis 17:1-8, the second in Genesis 22:16-18, whereby God states "By 
Myself have I sworn, ...", making this declaration of the covenant maker, " unconditional ": "And the angel of the 
Lord called unto Abraham the second time and said. By myself have I sworn, saith the Lord , for because thou 
hast done this thing, and hast not withheld thy son, thine only son: that in Blessing 1 will bless thee, and in 
multiplying I will multiply thy seed as the stars of the heaven, and as the sand which is upon the sea shore; and 
thy seed shall possess the gate of his enemies; and in thy seed shall all nations of the earth be blessed; because 
thou hast obeyed my voice ." 

Matthew 22:32 states: " I am the God of Abraham, and the God of Isaac, and the God of Jacob "; notice 
that He is not a God onto the other races, but only that of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob , i.e., Israel , the White 
Race, "Adam", for the Word of God was only given to Israel ; "He showed His word ... His statutes and His 
judgments unto Israel. He hath not dealt so with any nation: and as for His judgments, they have not known 
them.” Ps. 147:19-20. "O children of Israel ... You only have I known of all the families of the earth." Amos 
3:1-2. "... you shall be My own possession among all peoples; for all the earth is mine, and you shall be to Me 
a Kingdom of Priests and a Holy Nation. These are the words which you shall speak to the children of Israel." 
Exodus 19:5-6. 

No one can not serve two masters: for either he will hate the one and love the other , ..." 


Matthew 6:24 . How many times have you heard this expression? Who do you serve? Almighty God or 
congress [legislators, i.e., "Baal"]— man made laws, a.k.a., statutes, codes, rules, policies and regulations, under 
their color of law; which is contrary to the Word of Almighty God."You shall have no other gods before Me." 

Exodus 20:3, see also verses 4-6, supra. 

"Thy kingdom come, Thy will be done, On earth as it is in Heaven .": the Lord's Prayer, Matt. 6: 


verse 10. We are hereby commanded to establish Gods government here on earth, ' as it is in Heaven '. [KJV] 

We all know that there are three distinct and separate forms of government in this Great Nation called 
"America", i.e., the "United States of America"; each having a 'supreme court', by common knowledge and practice. 

1] County 2] State 3] National 

In our "republican form of government" ['republican' means " three "! as contained within our National 
Constitution, Article IV, Section 4, i.e., it is a "tnnily. form of government", if you will, pursuant to the Word of 
Almighty God; 

iGod 2s„ n 3jj 0 iy Spirit" 

lof the [white] People ^by the |white[ People %or the [white] People 

^Judicial ^Executive ^Legislative 

| county governments= most being three voting districts/three grand divisions] 

1 voting/district/precinct 1 ^voting/district/precinct 2 -%oting/district/preeinet 3 

^commissioner one ^commissioner two -^commissioner three 

^supreme court justice 1 ^supreme court justice 2 ^supreme court justice 3 

^district judge 1 ^district judge 2 -^district judge 3 

The main problem is that 'We the People' [most] have abandon our de jure/God's county government, a.k.a. 
"church", contrary to the word of Almighty God, Amos 5:14-15, and that of our Constitution of Montana, Article V, 
Section 26 and that of Article XX, Section 6; to wit: "Upon a change from Territorial to State government the 
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seals in use by the supreme court and the Territorial district courts in and for the several counties 
respectively , shall pass to and become, until otherwise provided by law, the seals respectively of the supreme 
court and of the district courts of the State in such counties ." 

Most counties have three [some more] precincts, i.e., townships, whereby one county commissioner is either 
appointed or elected by the people of that precinct and/or township, sometimes called voting 'districts', a/k/a the 
"three grand divisions", a trinity . Each county commissioner of said precinct, i.e., township, are in fact a "supreme 
court justice" for said county representing that precinct. 

In addition to one county commissioner for each township/precinct, each township must have at least two 
'justices of the peace' pursuant to Article VIII, Section 20; "There shall be elected in each organized township of 
each county by the electors of such township at least two justices of the peace, ... and , by Ordinance No. II, 
Elections, Section Ninth. "There shall also be elected at the same time the following county and township 
officers : Three County Commissioners, . .., two Justices of the Peace , and two Constables for each township ." 
Ordinance II, Section 9, of our Constitution of Montana, 1889. 

The men of each township then selects one Man from each township to be a supreme court justices' in each 
township, i.e., commissioner, whereby a total of three justices' becomes the supreme court, i.e., a "quorum"; the 
county commissioners are in fact the supreme court for its own county. Example: notice the diagram below; 
means/shows precinct, i.e., township borders if you will. 


district/precinct, i.e., township "1" 

* district/precinct, i.e., township "2" 

pupolation 400 

* pupolation 400 

I s * Commissioner/district judge/supreme court justice 

* 2 nt * Commissioner/district judge/supreme court justice 

two Justices of the Peace 

* two Justices of the Peace 

two Constables 

* two Constables 

* 

* 


* 

******** City &/or Town 

* * * Countv Seat i.e.. Church 

******** Sup reme court/three commissioners in Law 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* 

* * 

district/precinct, i.e., township "3" 

3 rcl Commissioner/district judge/supreme court justice 


pupolation 400 

two Justices of the Peace 

two Constables 



The justices', meaning all white men, from each township/precinct/district, either appoints or elects one 
'good Man' who know the law and means to keep it well, which is reaffirmed in chapter 45 of Magna Charta; "§ 45. 

We will not make any justices, constables, sheriffs, or bailiffs, but of such as know the law of the realm and 
mean duly to observe it."; pursuant to the Word of Almighty God, Exodus 18:21. 

Each county is in fact a 'church', meaning a geographical/territorial area whereby said county is self- 
governing, pursuant to the Word of our Almighty God. U.C.C. 1-105, territorial application of the law, our 
Common Law. 

On the Lord's day, 'Saturday', all the people in the county gather together to first. Worship our Almighty 
God, our Creator then to establish His laws within said county by the gathering of the men to establish His Laws in 
each county. Sunday is not our Lords de jure Sabbath but the first day of the week of the creation, 'Sun'-day, the 
separation of day [Sun—worshipers/Baal] and night [moon/mon-day], Genesis 1:3-5; one must remember that this 
information is only for those who have eyes to see and ears to hear. 

This is done by all the people within the county gathering together at the county seat, in the morning, 
example - about 9:00 A.M. o'clock. This gathering place, most commonly called a 'church' by most, could also be 
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our local school gym or even the county court, i.e., in our 'court room'. Is not all court rooms set up the same as a 
church, but only use different names for the terms within the same room. To wit: 


Cross/flags 


witness box/piano 


bench/justices or de facto judge 
Preachers pulpit/pulpitum . 


*j - c * 

*u-h * 

* r _ Q * 

*y_ i * 

* y * 

* * 

* box * 

Plaintiff/Alter boy Defendant/Alter boy 


The 'Bar' i.e., The "Communion Rail" 

################################### ################################### 

congregation i.e., open/public court 


church/court 

This gathering of the People throughout the county gives everyone an opportunity to meet his neighbor and 
to understand his needs and personal views and vice versa. 

After the first half of our church services, all will break for lunch, whereby all the wives have brought a pot 
luck diner for all to share. After lunch, the women and children will go to one side, to allow the children to play and 
the wives to talk about house hold needs, cooking, sewing, and etc. 

1) "husband and wife"— "..., yet your desire shall be for your husband, and he shall rule over you ." Genesis 
3:16. Consider the 'marriage vows', " honor and obey " 'your husband', which most churches refuse to say in 
today's new world order/teachings. " Wives , be subject to vour husbands , as to the Lord. For the husband is the 
head of the wife as Christ is the head of the church ." Ephesians 5:21-23. The Husband is the provider, the 
protector, and the head of the house, as it should be. Yet the woman, as a wife, is the barer of the children, does the 
cleaning/keeper of the house, and provides instructions to the children while the husband is gone. This is the most 
important, honorable job and duties that was ever placed upon a woman. Most men are unable to clean and take 
care of a family today due to their other duties, and "Thank you Lord", for providing us with a woman to be our 
wife/'helper'. Man was never to disregard woman, but with all of God's creations and that which He formed, all have 
a positive position in life, and that is not to be questioned by man, his wife nor woman. 

2) "in a church"— "As in all the churches of the saints, the women should keep silence in the churches. For 
they are not permitted to speak, but should be subordinate, as even the law says. If there is anything they 
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desire to know, let them ask their husbands at home . For it is shameful for a woman to speak in church ." I 

Corinthians 14:33-36. How many of the purported preachers teach this in their churches today? Do they teach you 
the Word of Almighty God, or their own private views on what they think is right? Do you attend a " Church of 
God ", or a church of man, i.e., a Lutheran church. Baptist church, etc., and/or 'his', the preachers, church . Has 
your preacher ever claimed that the church he is preaching in, is "his/my church" and this is the way I will do it 
until another preacher takes my place. If it were a true Church of God, would not the preacher instruct everyone 
on God's Word, as it is in the Bible, regardless of what his congregation thought about it. Is your preacher more 
interested in the donations [self greed] from 'his' congregation, than teaching the true Word of Almighty God? Does 
the congregation keep coming back to have their ears tickled with half truths? Does your purported preacher preach 
subjects to fit your needs and what you want to hear or the true Word of Almighty God? Either the "Bible", 
God's Word is absolute Truth or His Bible is lies and half lies, which man/preachers will attempt to correct God in 
his alleged beliefs as to what God really meant, his lies and opinions! Think about it!!! Do your preachers allow 
women to speak in the church that you attend? Has your preacher ever taught you any of the above information? 
Who's law is he teaching you, 'his' |opinions] or " Gods " [Laws]? 

3) "voting"— "Let a woman learn in silence with all submissiveness. I permit no woman to teach or to have 
authority over men : she is to keep silent. For Adam was formed first, then F.ve: and Adam was not deceived . 
but the woman was deceived and became the transgressor ." I Timothy 2:11-14. See also Ephesians 5:21-23. 
Pursuant to God's Law, the wife can not vote, for she is to be submissive to her husband. The husband, as head of 
the house, will vote according to what is correct in his eyes, pursuant to the Word of Almighty God; yet if he allows 
his wife to vote, it would be contrary to the Word of Almighty God. Either she would vote the same as her husband, 
which would only be more costs to the county at any election [double taxation], or she would vote contrary to her 
husband, voiding the vote of her husband for her own personal needs contrary to her husband and the Word of 
Almighty God. What you will end up having is a "house divided". By allowing a woman to vote contrary to her 
husband, and it is true as history has shown through out time, that any house divided will fall; be it by divorce, 
separation, fighting, etc., etc., etc.. Think about it. As for the single woman, their are a few times which would allow 
her to vote, but time does not allow this information at this time. 

4) "public office"— "Let a woman learn in silence with all submissiveness. I permit no woman to teach or to 
have authority over men : she is to keep silent. For Adam was formed first, then Eve: and Adam was not 
deceived , but the woman was deceived and became the transgressor ." I Timothy 2:11-14. Any time that a 
husband allows his wife to hold any public office, he has violated God's Laws. This also applies to any single 
women. The office which she applies for and/or is elected, does not matter, for directly or indirectly she will end up 
ruling over the man, be it through voting for more taxes, jury duty, representatives, justices, police officers, clerks, 
filing papers in any public office, etc., etc., etc.; it does not matter what public office she may hold, she has violated 
the Word of Almighty God. 

The men gather in the afternoon to continue their church/government services, as to the form of government 
that needs to be addressed at that time. For again, did not Emmanuel state that all men must bear the 'weight of the 
cross upon his shoulders', i.e., the weight of government upon his shoulders - 'self governing'? Is it not true that our 

Lord and King commanded us that "Thy kingdom come, Thy will be done. On earth as it is in Heaven "? 'Self 
governing', pursuant to Article III, Section 2 of our Constitution of Montana, 1889; ARTICLE III, SECTION 2; "The 
People of the State have the Sole And Exclusive Right of governing Themselves, as a free sovereign and 
independent State, ..." The key note here is that this Article/Section mandates the exclusion of our/the |de 
facto] 'public servants', i.e., the corporation officers, agents and employees of the 'state of Montana' and its 
corporate created counties. 

The word "giuuxii" has a dual meaning, most believe that it is some sort of "assembly", 'ekklesia' 
(Greek), that is devoted to Christian worship, preaching, praying and prophesying. This is only half of the true intent 
of the word. Using ' Vine's Expository Dictionary of New Testament Words ', one will again find the national intent of 
that word "assembly" translated "church". According to Vine's, a "church" is " a body of citizens gathered to 
descuss the affairs of state ". To claim that there is a seperation between the words 'church and state' is contrary to 
the definition of the word church/assembly. In essences, a church is used both for the worshipping our Almighty 
God and the establishment of His government here on earth, pursuant to His Law. 

An example of this would be someone within the county on our county roads who needs or believes that the 
bridge on said road needs replaced. At our church/government meating, this man would bring this to the attention to 
the congregation that possibly the bridge may need replacing whereby the elders/commisssioners would appoint 12 
good men to inspect the bridge and to bring back the report as soon as possible. Either the bridge would be replaced 
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or maybe put off for another year or two with inspections of the bridge from time to time. This only applies to the 
people within the county as a whole, we do not provide for private interests/self-interests. 

[A private interest would be an 'old-folks home' within your county. This is not allowed. First it is the duty 
of the children to provide for their parents in their senior years, falling upon the oldest Son first and on down to the 
youngest. Even the old statutes [q.v.] of the state of Montana mandated that if the children failed to provide for their 
parents, the county commissioners would find a familly within the county to take care of them and bill the children 
for any and all costs per month. The reason for this is that a young couple may move into our county to work for one 
of the ranchers or whoever and their 'tidings' to the church would being going to someones private interests that may 
never apply to them, for in time they may move to another county or back to their own original county to take care of 
their parents as mandated by the Laws of Almighty God. [q.v.] those who agreed to still build an old folks home 
could still do so, but it would be totally at thier private expence to manage and to provide for those who used it; not 
on the people as a whole.] 

On some the the major advantages in returning to God's Law and passing ordinances pursuant to the Word 
of Almighty God; 

1) Taxes; [elimination of all taxes on your private property, i.e., your labor, land, automobiles and 

all other personal private property.] 

a) What did 'Jesus', "Emmanuel", say about taxes on Israel? 

""What do you think, Simon? From whom do the kings of the earth take toll or tribute? From their 
sons or others ?" And when he said, "From others," Jesus said to him, "Then the sons are free." Matt. 17:25- 
26. 'others', was used in this particular KJV Bible, yet some Bibles states 'strangers' or 'aliens', meaning 
"corporations" and/or 14— Amendments citizens who are 'residing' in our Land/county. If We the People of the 
Posterity are God's chosen People, and formed from the earth, and our Lord stated that "the earth |and His 
People] is mine" [q.v.], why are we paying taxes on "His land". Does not the Bible state that Almighty God gave 
us the new land of Zion, 'the land of milk and honey', whereby we would never move again, that has a border to the 
north and to the south by land, with a sea to the east and to the west, our "United States of America" [q.v.]. Why are 
you allowing " vour " public ' servants ' to tax His Land and His Blessings that He gave us, "We the People", pursuant 
to our "Preamble". Why have you thrown away your inheritance from Almighty God, your land and i.e., your 
'body', paying tribute to a false god, your public officers/servants, contrary to the Word of Almighty God, who 
mandated for the earth |landj is mine, saith the Lord [q.v.], and were we not "formed" from the dust of the 
earth/land ? inheritance see Article V, Section 26, of our Constitution of Montana, 1889. 

We the People of the Posterity in each county would not be paying any taxes on our "private" land, labor, 
perosnal private business nor other personal private property. Think of it, no more 'direct taxes' pursuant to the Word 
of Almighty God and pursuant to the National constitution. 

What would be taxed is a corporation that may wish to come into our county for its protection. We could 
offer a lower tax burden on said corporation. An example would be that most corporations pay up to 80 to 90 per 
cent on their product via state and federal taxes. Here within our county said corporation would ouly pay maybe 
three to ten per cent on said product for our county does not need that large of revenue to run on being under God's 
Law. The corporation would see all of it production from within the county, therefore no state or federal taxes would 
be placed upon the products, meaning less costs to the People within the county and the other customers ourside of 
the county. 

By such though, we will take care of our own first. Lets say one of our People has a cafe, yet McDonalds 
wants to come into our county and establish a business in our county seat. As long a 'John Doe' provides good 
service at reasonable and fair prices at his cafe, we would reject McDonalds offer in order to allow our People to 
provide for their needs first. 'John Doe' would not pay any taxes within the county not to the corporate state nad feds, 
for is not a Man's private labor, " worthy of his hire ", see Matt. 20:8; Luke 10:7. No Taxes!! 

On the other hand if 'John Doe' started to charge unfair prices and poor quality food, we would of course 
allow McDonalds into our county, and this corporation would be taxed. The local People working for such 
corporation would not be taxed for again, a Man's private labor, is " worthy of his hire ". 

Another sample closer to home would be the "Brandin Iron Saloon". Kevin would bring up the fact that he 
wished to open a saloon on Highway 87, before the congregation at church, the congregation would then approve 
such, even though in Law they have no power to do such for it is an old common Law Right, without going to the de 
facto corporate state of Montana for permission. This is our county, not the state of Montana. The only tax that 
Kevin would be paying is the tax on the liquor that he has to have imported. No local, state nor federal taxes for 
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again, a Man's private labor, is " worthy of his hire ". This is his Private business . By such he would be able to 
sell his product for less and still maintain a good living. 

2) Those who would be taxed; [Corporations and aliens] 

a) All corporations, having the advantage of the protection of the county with a small tax on their product. 
Each township has two sections of land put aside for the schools revenue, whereby the land would be leased to the 
corporation from the county for its revenue for our private schools and the product would be taxed for the general 
funds for running the county. All corporations pass on their taxes to their customers, yet such would be far less than 
they are paying now, meaning cheaper costs for the People within our county and to the customers from other 
counties who come to do business in our county. 


There has been much said about the " freemen " [characters] in the new papers lately, yet one must 
recognize that you are either "free" or a 'slave'. As the old saying goes, one can not be a little bit pregnant, either 
you are pregnant or your not, i.e., either you are "free" i.e., a "freeman" or you are a 'slave'. 

"Freeman, n, |free and man.] One who enjoys liberty, or who is not subject to the will of another; 
one not a slave ..." American Dictionary of the English Language, Noah Webster 1828, Noah Webster's 1828 
Dictionary, Vol. I, Page 88. 

Which are you; a " freeman " or a 'slave'? 

Constitutional de jure county government 

The phrase 'Ja^gtJhlJand.' as used in Article VI, Section 2, of our National Constitution, applies only to 
the Man formed by our Almighty God on the Seventh day. Genesis 2, who formed " Adam " from the dust of the 
earth, i.e., "land"; in order to till the earth. 

God's Law |of the land], and who does it apply to. 

" I am the LORD vour God , you shall have no other gods beside me ." Exod. 20:2-3; Deut. 5:6-7. 

The "Law" of our Almighty God was given only to Israel, the white race of People, for we were 
formed from the dust of the earth, i.e., Land. Matthew 22:32 states: " I am the God of Abraham, and the God of 
Isaac, and the God of Jacob "; notice that He is not a God onto the other races, but only that of Israel, the White 
Race, "Adam", for the Word of God was only given to Israel; "He showed His word ... His statutes and His 
judgments unto Israel. He hath not dealt so with any nation: and as for His judgments, they have not known 
them ." Ps. 147:19-20. "O children of Israel ... You only have I known of all the families of the earth." Amos 
3:1-2. "... you shall be my own possession among all peoples; for all the earth is mine, and you shall be to me a 
Kingdom of Priests and a Holy Nation. These are the words which you shall speak to the children of Israel." 
Exodus 19:5-6. 

To better understand just who is to apply the 'republican form of government', we must first look to who the 
law applies to here in America, we will look to the court rulings and even the by-laws of the corporations to see who 
is the de jure People and the second class of people created under the so-called Fourteenth Amendment. 

"At the time of the adoption of the ' Preamble ', the phfaSC "Wc The PC0plC M WHS 

known and understood to mean the People of the white race and none 

Other . The Preamble emanated from and for the People so designated by the words, " To Ourselves and for 
Our posterity ." Dred Scott v. Sanford, 19 How. 393, 422 . [emph. add.] 

To overcome the statement in Dred Scott, supra, that only White People were "de jure" [ Sovereign ] 
Citizens, and all other persons were only "residents" without citizenship of the States, Congress then passed the Civil 
Rights Act of 1866, 14 STAT. 27 ["color of law" by congress, contrary to the Word of Almighty God]. The Act of 
Congress called the Civil Rights Act, 14 U.S. Stats, at Large, p. 27, which was the forerunner of the 14th 
Amendment, amply shows the intent of Congress: 

"all persons born in the United States and not subject to any foreign power , excluding Indians not taxed, 
are hereby declared to be citizens of the United States, and such citizens of every race and color * * * shall have the 
same right in every state and territory of the United States * * * to full and equal benefit of all laws and proceedings 
for the security of person and property as is enjoyed by white citizens ," (again, note the lack of capitalization, see 
also the by-laws [Codes/contracts] of the United States, Title 42, USC § 1981 & 1982; 'persons and/or citizens' [of 
the United States] vs. White Citizens .] Notice also the exclusion of the 'white citizens' of this act of congress. 
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This was the intent of Congress, not to infringe upon the Constitution nor the Character of the de jure 
People/Citizens/Freemen character(s)/Freeholders of the several States. The term "persons" did not include the 
"white" de jure State Citizens . It was never the intent of the 14th Amendment to subvert the States' authority nor 
that of the Constitution as it relates to the Character of the de jure State Citizens. People v. Washington, 36 C. 658, 
661 (1869) overruled on other grounds; French v. Barber, 181 U.S. 324; Mackenzie v. Flare, 60 L. Ed. 297. 

The purported 14th Amendment uses language very similar to the Civil Rights Act of 1866 and Flarlan J., in 
a dissenting opinion quoted from the veto message of President Johnson his interpretation of its meaning: (It) 
"comprehends the Chinese of the Pacific States, Indians subject to taxation, the people called gypsies, as well 
as the entire race designated as blacks, persons of color, negroes, mulattos and persons of African blood. 
Every individual of those races born in the United States is made a citizen thereof ;" Elk v. Wilkins, 112 U.S. 
94, 114, 5 S.Ct. 41, 28 L.Ed. 643; see also In re Gee Flop, 71 Fed. 274. It was the intent of the so-called 14th 
amendment, that the de jure white Citizens in the several States were not included in the terminology, as they were 
by birthright Citizens as defined in the Preamble, and could receive nothing from this so-called 14th amendment. 
"No white nerson born within the limits of the United States and subject to their jurisdiction...owes his status 
of Citizenship to the recent amendments to the Federal Constitution". Van Valkenburg v. Brown, 43 Cal. Sup 
Ct. 43. 

A Citizen is not a "resident" of the corporation state of Montana, but is in fact a de jure Citizen in Montana 
state. The California Supreme Court has made a determination that the 14th Amendment was not intended to include, 
nor did it include the White People born within any of the several States of the union of States. Van Valkenburg v. 
Brown, (1872) 43 Cal. 43. This decision was rendered right after the alleged enactment of the 14th Amendment, this 
decision was upheld by the United States Supreme Court in the Slaughter Flouse Cases, 83 U.S. (16 Wall.) 36, 21 
L.Ed. 394; U.S. v. Susan B. Anthony, 24 Fed. 829. " It is quite clear, then, that there is a citizenship of 
the U.S. and a citizenship of a State, which are distinct from each other and which depend 

upon different characteristics or circumstances in the individual ." Slaughter Flouse Cases, 83 U.S. 
(16 Wall.) 36, 21 L.Ed. 394. 

Title 42, United States Code, § 1981. "All persons within the jurisdiction of the United 
States are entitled to the same right in every state or territory to make and enforce contracts, to sue, to be parties, to 
give evidence, and to the full and equal benefit of all laws and proceedings for the security of persons and property 
as is enjoyed by white citizens , and must be subject to like punishment, pains, penalties, taxes, licenses, and 

exactions of every kind, and to no other."; and. Title 42, United States Code, § 1982. "All 

citizens of the United States have the same right, in every state and territory, as is enjoyed by white citizens 
thereof to inherit, purchase, lease, sell, hold, and convey real and personal property." Notice again the exclusion of 
the 'White Race/Citizens'; implying that the "white citizen" is not a 'person' nor a 'citizen of the United 
States'. 

"' White person' as used in the constitution and statutes, has a signification, which ex vi termini excludes 
black, yellow, and all other colors. It is used in its generic sense, as including the Caucasian race and 
necessarily excludes all others . 1 ' People v. Hall, 4 Cal. 399, 404; "The word 'white' as used in the United States 
naturalization laws, applied to the race referred as the " Caucasian race "." Takuji Yamashita, 70 P. 482, 483, 30 
Wash. 234; "'Citizen' as used in Article I, Section 23, of the constitution, refers only to those who participated in the 
formation of the government or have a right to participate in its administration; and these include only white male 
citizens of the United States of the age of 21 years and white males of foreign birth of like age who have declared 
their intention under the acts of congress to become Citizens of the United States and have resided in this State six 
months. Thomasson v. State, 15 Ind. 449; "It is quite clear, then, that there is a citizenship of the United 

States and a citiZdlSlliP of a State . which are distinct from each other and which depend upon 
different characteristics or circumstances of the individual ." Slaughter house Cases, 19 How. 393, 418 [emph. 

add./mine]; " At the time of the adoption of the Preamble, the phrase "We the People" 
was known and understood to mean the People of the white Race and 

none other . The Preamble emanated from and for the people so designated by the words ' to ourselves 

and for our posterity '." Dred Scott v. Sanford, 19 How. 60 U.S. 393 [emph. add./mine]; ". . . But the language of 
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the laws above quoted, shows that citizenship at the time was perfectly understood to be confined to the white race , 
and that they alone constituted the sovereignty in the povernnient ." Dred Scott v. Sanford, supra. 

The day before the passage of the purported 14— Amendment, congress passed 15 United States Statute at 
Large, Ch. 249-250, pages 223-224, Sect 1, R.S. 1999; allowing the White Race/People/Citizens to expatriated from 
becoming subject to the new created second class of people under the 14— Amendment, in order to remain a de jure 
'Citizen of a sovereign State/People instead of becoming a second class 'citizen of the United States' subject to its 
jurisdiction. Title 18, USC § 1281, as supported by Briehl v. Dulles, 248 F 2d. 561, pp. 583, at footnote 21, [1957]; 
see also Article I, Section 8, clause 17 and Hooven & Allison Co. v. Evatt, U.S. Ohio, 324 US 652, 65 S. Ct. 870- 
880, 89 L. Ed. 1252. 

There is a clear distinction between United States and State citizenship, U.S., citizenship does not entitle 
citizen of the privileges and immunities of the Citizen of the State. K. Tashiro v. Jordan, 256 P. 545, 201 Cal. 239, 
53 A.L.R. 1279, affirmed 49 S.Ct. 47, 278 U.S. 123, 73 L.Ed. 214, 14 C.J.S. Sec 2, p.1131, n. 75. In fact Black's 
Law Dictionary, 5th Addition, agrees with the distinction between different classes of citizenship: "privileges and 
immunities clause." "There are two Privileges and Immunities Clauses in the federal Constitution and Amendments, 
the first being found in Art. IV, and the second in the 14th Amendment, Sec. 1, second sentence, clause 1. The 
provision in Art. IV, Sec. 2, states that "The Citizens of each State shall be entitled to all Privileges and Immunities 
of Citizens in the several States," while the 14th Amendment provides that "No State shall make or enforce any law 
which shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the United States." pages 1078-1079. Note the lack of 
capitalization in the wording used in the 14th Amendment, this specifically means that the words "citizens, 
privileges, immunities" are not the same as in Article IV. The State of Montana was admitted to the Union of the 
united States [of America] in 1889, and was admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original 
States in all respects whatsoever. 

The Constitution for the United States of America (1787) used the term "Citizen of the United States" in 
Article I, Section 2, (capital "C"), and numerous other sections each time with capitalization, this referred to the 
Sovereign Political Body of State Citizens, this Citizen is entitled to all the Privileges and Immunities of the Citizens 
of the several States under Article IV, Section 2. Congress utilized the same term "citizen of the United States" 
qualifying it with a small "c" to distinguish the "federal citizen" in the so-called 14th Amendment. These "citizens" 
have only statutory rights granted/created by Congress, not the Constitution nor by the Word of Almighty God. Thus, 
Congress and most of the Judiciary have acknowledged that an amendatory act cannot alter the original intent of the 
Constitution. Therefore Congress did not alter the meaning of the term "Citizen of the United States" (Capital "C"), 
it still remains the same, a sovereign Citizen of a State. In the past, the Judiciary, without the distinction being 
properly brought forth have made rulings based upon the federal " citizens " who are resident (s) in a State, not State 
Citizens domiciled/inhabitants within their own State. The statement by Chief Justice Taney in Dred Scott v. 
Sanford, 19 How. 393, 422, in defining the term " persons " the Judge stated "...persons who are not recognized as 
Citizens ,". See also American and Ocean Ins. Co. v. Canter, 1 Pet. 511, which also distinguishes "persons" and 
"Citizens". These were the persons that were the object of the 14th Amendment, to give to this class of native born 
"persons" who were "resident" in the union of the United States citizenship, and authority to place other than the 
white race within the special category of "citizen of the United States". 

This is reaffirmed in Dt Kings, Chapter 18; before going into this, one must understand that " Baal ", is the 
false chief god of the Canaanities, the descendants of'Cain', a.k.a., the "jews", none other than "Satan", the father 
of Cain. 

17"When Ahab saw Elijah, Abah said to him, "Is it you, your trouble of Israel?" And He 
answered, " I have not troubled Israel; but you have, and your father's house , because you have forsaken the 
commandments of the Lord and followed the Baals . Now therefore send and gather all Israel to me at Mount 
Carmel, and the four hundred and fifty prophets of Baal and the four Hundred prophets of Asherah, who eat at 
Jezebel's table." 

"So Ahab sent to all the people of Israel, and gathered the prophets together at Mount Carmel. And Elijah 
came near to all the people, and said, "How long will you go limping with two different opinions ? If the Lord is 
Cod, follow Him : but if Baal, follow him .” And the people did not answer him a word. Then Elijah said to the 
people, "I, even I only, am left a prophet of the Lord ; but Baal's prophets are four hundred and fifty men. Let 
two bulls be given to us; and let them choose one bull for themselves, and cut it in pieces and lay it on the wood, but 
put no fire to it; and 1 will prepare the other bull and lay it on the wood, and put no fire to it. And you call on the 
name of your god and 1 will call on the name of the Lord; and the God who answers by fire, he is God." And all the 
people answered, "It is well spoken." Then Elijah said to the prophets of Baal, "Choose for yourselves one bull and 
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prepare it first, for you are many; and call on the name of your god, but put no fire to it." And they took the bull 
which was given them, and they prepared it, and called on the name of Baal from morning until noon, saying, 
"O'Baal, answer us!" But there was no voice, and no one answered. And they limped about the alter which they had 
made. And at noon Elijah mocked them saying, "Cry aloud, for he is a god; either he is musing, or he has gone aside, 
or he is on a journey, or perhaps he is asleep and must be awakened." And they cried aloud, and cut themselves after 
their custom with swords and lances, until the blood gushed out upon them. And as midday passed, they raved on 
until the time of the offering of the oblation, but there was no voice; no one answered, no one heeded. 

Then Elijah said to all the people, "Come near to me"; and all the people came near to him. And he repaired 
the alter of the Lord that had been thrown down; Elijah took twelve stones , and according to the number of tribe 
of the sons of Jacob, to whom the word of the Lord came, saying, " Israel shall he vour name ": and with the stones 
he built an alter in the name of the Lord. And he made a trench about the alter, as great as would contain two 
measures of seed. And he put the wood in order, and cut the bull in pieces and laid it on the wood. And he said, "Fill 
four jars with water, and pour it on the burnt offering, and on the wood." And he said, "Do it a second time"; and 
they did it a second time. And he said, "Do it a third time"; and they did it a third time. And the water ran round 
about the alter, and filled the trench also with water. 

And at the time of the offering of the oblation, Elijah the prophet came near and said, "O Lord, God of 
Abraham, Isaac, and Israel, let it be known this day that thou art God in Israel, and that I am thy servant, 
and that I have done all these things at thy word. Answer me, O Lord, answer me, that this people may know 
thou, O Lord, art God, and that thou hast turned their hearts back." Then the fire of the Lord fell, and 
consumed the burnt offering, and the wood, and the stones, and the dust, and licked up the water that was in the 
trench. And when all the people saw it, they fell on their faces; and they said, " The Lord, he is God; the Lord, he is 
God ." And Elijah said to them, " Seize the prophets of Baal; let not one of them escape ." And they seized them ; 
and Elijah brought them down to the brook Kishon, and killed them there .” I§t Kings 18:17-40. 

" ... the four hundred and fifty prophets of Baal ..." represent our so-called de facto congress and/or the 
state legislators [Satan] of today, creating and passing man made laws, regulations, codes, rules and policies, under 
"color of law", i.e., the alien law. Notice that they who worship the false god, i.e., congress, could not consume the 
bull for burnt offering. Have you rejected your one and only true God in order to worship your new false gods, Baal, 
who are unable to protect you. The choice is yours. 

The FBI [Federal Bureau of Investigation] is in fact private corporation; as admitted in Otis Mayo Jones v. FBI, 
Case cite "Civ. No. 8703, March 8, 1956; 139 F.Supp., paragraph 2, which stated, "2. United States (key) 33, 
125(9); "Congress has not constituted the Federal Bureau of Investigation a body corporate, nor authorized it 
to sue or be sued. 28 U.S.C.A. §§ 1346, 1402, 2671-2680."; ". . . the FBI does not exist as a government 
agency.", see Blackmar v. Guerre, 342 U.S. 512, 72 S.Ct. 410, 96 L.Ed. 534. 

Magna_Charla 

June 15, A.D. 1215 (in part] 

"§ 17. Common pleas shall not follow our court, but shall be holden in some place certain." 

"§ 24. No sheriff, constable, coroner, or other of our bailiffs, shall hold pleas of the crown." 

"§ 34. The writ, which is called Praecipe, for the future, shall not be made out to any one, of any tenement, 
whereby a freeman may lose his court." 

"§ 38. No bailiff from henceforth shall put any man to his law upon his own bare saying, without credible 
witnesses to prove it." 

"§ 39. No freeman shall be taken or imprisoned, or disseized, or outlawed or banished, or any ways 
destroyed, nor will we pass upon him, nor will we send upon him, unless by the lawful judgment of his peers, 
or by the law of the land." 

"§ 40. To one will we sell, to none will we deny, or delay, right or justice." 

"§ 45. We will not make any justices, constables, sheriffs, or bailiffs, but of such as know the law of the realm 
and mean duly to observe it." 

"§ 61. And whereas, for the honor of God and the amendment of our kingdom, and for the better quieting the 
discord that has arisen between us and our barons, we have granted all these things aforesaid; willing to 
render them firm and lasting, we do give and grant our subjects the underwritten security, namely, that our 
barons may choose live-and-twenty barons of the kingdom, whom they think convenient; who shall take care, 
with all their might, to hold and observe, and cause to be observed, the peace and liberties we have granted 
them, and by this our present charter confirmed; so that if we, our judiciary, our bailiffs, or any of our 
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officers, shall in any circumstance fail in the performance of them, towards any person, of shall break 
through any of these articles of peace and security, and the offence be notified to four barons chosen out of 
the five-and-twenty before mentioned, the said four barons shall repair to us, or our judiciary, if we are out 
of the realm, and laying open the grievance, shall petition to have it reduced without delay; and if it be not 
redressed by us, or if we should chance to be out of the realm, if it should not be redressed by our judiciary, 
within forty days, reckoning from the time it has been notified to us, or to our judiciary, if we should be out of 
the realm, the four barons aforesaid shall lay the cause before the rest of the five-and-twenty barons; and said 
five-and-twenty barons, together with the community of the whole kingdom, shall distrain and distress us in 
all possible ways, by seizing our castles, lands, possessions, and in any other manner they can, till the 
grievance is redressed according to their pleasure; saving harmless our own person, and the persons of our 
queen and children; and when it is redressed, they shall obey us as before. And any person whatsoever in the 
kingdom, may swear that he will obey the orders of the five-and-twenty barons aforesaid, in the execution of 
the premises, and will distress us jointly with them, to the utmost of his power; and we give public and free 
liberty to any one that shall please to swear to this, and never will hinder any person from taking the same 
oath." 


United States of Amercica ) 
Montana state {organic} ) ss. 
Garfield county de jure ) 
Justus Township ) 


Common-Law Jury 

Common Law Affidavit of Judicial Notice in Law; Common Law Jury; "12 

GOOD MEN |PEERSj WHO KNOW THE LAW AND MEAN TO KEEP 
IT WELL" 


Memorandum of Points And Authorities for Writ Of Mandamus 
For A Common-Law Jury; 

"12 Good Men |Peers] Who Know The Law And Mean To Keep It Well" 

The details of the origins of the Common Law Jury are lost in the midst of antiquity. Blackstone, 4 
Commentaries 365, quotes Cokes who stated: 

"Pausanias relates, that at the trial of Mars, for murder, in the court denominated Areopagus from that 
incident, he was acquitted by a jury composed of twelve pagan deities, and Dr. Hickes, who attributes the 
introduction of this number to the Normans, tells us that among the inhabitants of Norway, form whom the Normans 
as well as the Danes were descended, a great veneration was paid to the number twelve: nihil sanctius, nihil antiquis 
fuit; ac in ipso hoc numero secreta quaedom esset religio." 

Even before there is a record of the jury system in England, the tribes of {Israel in} Northern Europe had 
developed traditions which formed the foundation of the Common Law jury system. 

In Normandy, before the conquest of England by the Normans, "The trial by Jury of twelve men was the 
usual trial among the Normans in most suits, especially in assizes, et juris uturm." 1 Hale's History of the Common 
Law, 218-9. 

Crabbe said: 

"It cannot be denied that the practice of submitting causes to the decision of twelve men was universal 
among all the northern tribes (of Europe) from the very remotest antiquity ." Crabbe's History of the English Law, p. 
32. 

Also Professor Scott wrote: 

"At the beginning of the 13th century twelve was indeed the usual but no the invariable number. But by 
the middle of the 14th century the requirement of twelve had probably become definitely fixed. Indeed this number 
finally came to be regarded with something like superstitious reverence." A.Scott, Fundamentals of Procedure in 
Actions at Law, 75-6 (1922). 

Randulph De Glanville, writing in the 12th century stated: 

"By means of such writs, the tenant may protect himself, and may put himself upon the Assise, until his 
adversary, appearing in court, pray another writ, in order that four lawful knights of the county, and of the vicinage, 
who should say, upon their oaths, which of the litigating parties, have the greater right to the land in question. The 
election of the 12 knights having been made, they should be summoned to appear in court, prepared upon their oaths 
to declare, which of them namely, whether the tenant, or the Demandant, possess the greater right to the property in 
question. When the Assie proceeds to make the recognition, the right will be well known either to all jurors, or 
some may know it, and some not, or all may be alike ignorant concerning it. If none of them are acquainted with the 
truth of the matter, and this be testified upon their oaths in Court, recourse must be had to others, until such can be 
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found who do know of the truth of it. Should it, however, happen that some of them know the truth of the matter, and 
some not, the latter are to be rejected and others summoned to court, until 12, at least can be found who are 
unanimous." 

The Magna Carta, signed by King John of England in June, 1215, often regarded as an original document of 
Common Law, contains the following sentence: 

"Nullus liber homo capiatur, vel imprisonetur, aut utlagetur, aut exuletur aut alique modo destratur; nee 
super eum ibimus, nec super eum mittemus, nisi per legale judicium parium suorum, vel per legem terrae." 

One translation of this passage is by Lysander Spooner, one of America's foremost experts on Common 
Law, in his book entitled "An Essay on the Trial by Jury," published in Boston by John P. Jewett & Co. in 1852. The 
translation reads as follows: 

"No freeman shall be arrested, or imprisoned, or deprived of his freehold, or his liberties, or free customs, 
or be outlawed, or exiled, or in any matter destroyed, nor will we proceed against him, nor send anyone against him, 
by force or arms, unless according to the sentence of his peers and of the Common Law of England." 

There is some disagreement as to the translation of "vel" in the last phrase of the quotation. However Justice 
Black (concurring) in Duncan v. Louisiana, 391 US 169, agrees with the translation by Spooner. Black translated the 
passage as follows: 

"No freeman shall be taken, outlawed, banished or in any way destroyed, nor will we proceed against or 
prosecute him, except by the lawful judgement of his peers and by the law of the land." 

The phrase "according to the sentence of his peers," or as Justice Black said, "except by the lawful 
judgement of his peers," refers to the Common Law jury of the time who were authorized and impaneled to try and 
sentence a frgmyui- 

The Magna Carta does not specify the number of men who were to comprise a jury. This is certainly 
understandable, because at the time of the Magna Carta, the fact that a jury was composed of 12 men was so 
firmly embedded in the English tradition that it was not necessary to specify the size of a Common Law iurv . 

The Magna Carta was ratified again by Henry III in 1216, and again several times later. These re-ratifications 
of the Magna Carta, in essentially an unchanged form, were continued by Henry's successors for at least 200 years. 
Coke stated: 

"...And it seemth to me, that the law in this case delighteth herself in the number of 12; for there must not 
only be 12 jurors for the matters of fact, but 12 judges of ancient time for trial of matters of law in the exchequer 
chamber. Also for matters of state there were in ancient time twelve counsellors of state. He that wageth his law must 
have 12 others with him, which think he says true. And that number of 12 is must respected in holy writ, as 12 
apostles , twelve stones , twelve tribes , etc. He that is of a jury must be a liber homo, that is not only a freeman and 
not bond, but also one that hath such freedom of mind as he stand indifferent as he stands unsworn. Secondly, he 
must be legalis. And by law, every jurorer that is returned for the trial of any issue or cause, ought to have three 
properties. First he ought to be dwelling most near to the place where the question is moved. Secondly he 
ought to be most sufficient both for understanding, and competency of estate. Thirdly he ought to be at least 
suspicious, that is, to be indifferent as he stands unsworn: and then he is accounted in law liber et legalis 
homo; otherwise he may be challenged, and not suffered to be sworn." 3 Coke's institutes by Thomas, 459. 

In regard to civil juries, Blackstone stated: 

"Then therefore on issue is joined, by these words, 'and this the said A prays may be inquired of by the 
country,' or 'and of this he puts himself upon the country,—and the said B does the like,' the court awards a writ 
of venire facias upon the role of record, commanding the sheriff 'that the cause to come here on such a day, 12 
free and lawful men, libros et legales homines, of the hodv of his country , by him the truth of the matter may be 
better known, and who art neither of kin to the aforesaid A, nor the Aforesaid B, to recognize the truth of the issue 
between the parties." Blackstone 3 Commentaries 351. 

In regard to criminal action, he stated: 

"The antiquity and excellence of this trial for the settling of civil property, has before been explained at 
large. And it will hold much stronger in criminal cases..." Blackstone, supra. 

The first Continental Congress, in the Declaration of Rights adopted October 14, 1774, resolved 
unanimously: 

"That the respective colonies are entitled to the Common Law of England, and more specifically to 
the great and inestimable privilege of being tried bv their law . " 1 Journals of Congress 28. 

The State of California was admitted into the union of several States upon the same footing as the original 
Colonies. This is evident in the rulings of the California Supreme Court: 
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The right to trial by jury guaranteed by the Constitution is the right which existed at the time the 
Constitution was adopted. People v. King, (1865) 28 C. 265 (numerous cites omitted) 

The Court further stated in 1962: 

Constitution guarantees to litigants right to trial by jury as it existed at common law in 1850. Veale 
v. Piercy, 206 CA2nd 557, 24 Cal Rptr 91. 

In the historic case of Thompson v. Utah, the U.S. Supreme Court stated: 

"Assuming then that the provisions of the Constitution relating to trials for crimes and to criminal 
prosecutions apply to the Territories of the United States, the next inquiry is whether the jury referred to in the 
original Constitution and in the Sixth Amendment is a jury constituted, as it was at Common Law, of 12 persons, 
neither more nor less . This question must he answered in the affirmative . When Manna Carta declared that 
no freeman should be deprived of life , etc., but by the judgement of his peers or the law of the land,' it referred 
to a trial by 12 jurors." 

In another case, the Supreme Court stated: 

"Trial by jury in the primary and usual sense of the term at the Common law and in the American 
constitutions is not merely a trial bv a iurv of 12 men before an officer vested with authority to cause them to be 
empaneled, to administer oaths to them and to the constable in charne . and to enter judgement and issue execution 
on their verdict; but it is a trial bv a iurv of 12 men , in the presence and under the superintendence of a judge 
empowered to instruct them on the law and to devise them on the facts." Capital Traction Co. v. Hof, 174 US 1. 

This same number has been reiterated in another case where the high court stated: 

"That a jury composed as at common law, to 12 jurors was intended by the Sixth Amendment to the 

Federal Constitution can be no doubt ." Maxwell v. Dow, 176 US 581, 586. 

Again, it said: 

"The Constitutional requirement that 'the trial of all crimes, except in cases of impeachment, shall be by 
the jury' means, as this court has adjudged, a trial by the historical, common law jury of 12 persons, and applies 
to all crimes against the U.S...." Rassmussen v. U.S., 197 US 516, 529. 

And finally the court said: 

"...we must first inquire what is embraced by the phrase ' trial bv iurv .' That it means trial bv iurv as 
understood and armlied at common law , and includes all the essential elements as they were recognized in this 
country and England when the constitution was adopted, is not open to question. Those elements were—1) that 
the jury should consist of 12 men, neither more or less : 2) that the trial should be in the presence and under the 
superintendence of a judge having power to instruct them as to the law and advise them in respect of the facts; and 3) 
that he verdict should be unanimous." Patton et.el. v. U.S., 281 US 276. 

It can be seen from the foregoing that the concept of the common law iurv of 12 men has been our heritage 
since the Magna Carta days. The colonists brought the concept of the common law jury to this country and it 
was firmly embedded in our jurisprudence at the time of our revolution . The Supreme Court of the U.S. has 
affirmed and reaffirmed the elements of the common law iurv . as this Supreme Court in Montana state, U.S. of A., 
so that the elements which constitute a common law jury are beyond all questions or doubt. 

In spite of the overwhelming evidence supporting the concept of the common law jury as outlined by the 
California Supreme Court and the U.S. Supreme Court in Patton, supra, some individuals have claimed that the 
Supreme Court has, in its decision in Williams v. Florida, 399 US 78, put an end to the requirement for a 12 man 
jury. Nothing could be further from the truth. The court merely ruled that the defendant's 14th Amendment rights 
were not violated by the Florida decision to provide a six-man, rather than a 12 man jury. The question of what 
constitutes a common law jury was neither asked nor answered. If it had been asked by Williams the Court surely 
would have referred the cases I have already cited in this brief that indicate that the Court consistently holds that the 
Common Law jury is 12, " neither more nor less ." 

It would be difficult to formulate a better discussion of the advantages of the Common Law jury than that given 
by Blackstone when he stated: 

"Here therefore a competent number of sensible and upright jurymen, chosen by lot from among those of the 
middle rank, will be found the best investigators of truth, and the surest guardians of public justice. For the most 
powerful individual in the state will be cautious of committing any flagrant invasion of another's right, when he 
knows that the fact of his oppression must be examined and decided by law indifferent men, not appointed till the 
hour of trial; and that, when once the fact is ascertained, the law must of course redress it. This therefore preserved in 
the hands of the people that share which they ought to have in the administration of public justice, and prevents the 
encroachments of the more powerful and wealthy citizens. Every new tribunal, erected for the decision of facts, 
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without the intervention of a jury (whether composed of justices of he peace, commissioners of the revenue, judges 
of court of conscience, or any other standing magistrates), is a step towards establishing aristocracy, the most 
oppressive of absolute governments. 

...It is therefore, upon the whole, a duty which every man owes to his country, his friends , his posterity , and 
himself, to maintain to the utmost of his power this valuable constitution in all its rights; to restore it to its ancient 
dignity, if at all impaired by the different value of property, or otherwise deviated from its first institution; to amend 
it, wherever it is defective, and, above all, to guard with the most jealous circumspection against the introduction of 
new ad arbitrary methods of trial, which under a variety of possible pretenses, may in time imperceptibly undermine 
this best preservation of English liberty. 

Upon these accounts, the trial by jury ever has been, and 1 trust ever will be, looked upon as the glory of the 
English law. And if it has so great an advantage over others in regulating civil property, how much must that 
advantage be heightened, when it is applied in criminal cases! ...it is the most transcendent privilege which any 
subject can enjoy, or which for, that he cannot be affected either in his property, his liberty, or his person, but 
by the unanimous consent of 12 of his neighbors and equals A constitution, that I may venture to affirm has, 
under Providence, secure the just liberties of this nation for a long succession of ages. And therefore a celebrated 
French writer, who concluded, that because Rome, Sparta, and Carthage have lost their liberties, therefore those of 
England in time must perish, should have recollected that Rome, Sparta, and Carthage, at the time when their 
liberties were lost, were strangers to the trial by jury." Blackstone, supra. 

Amendment II. 


United States of America ) 

Montana state {organic} ) ss. Common Law Affidavit by Justice Rodney O. Skurdal 

Musselshell county de jure ) 

Re: Eleventh Amendment 

I, Rodney O. Skurdal, a 'freeman character', duly expatriated from 'within' the United States, i.e., the District 
of Columbia and its territories, its possessions and its de facto compact party states, do hereby attest and claim that 
this Common Law Affidavit is true, correct and made in "good faith", in reference to the intent of the Article of 
Amendment Eleven as contained within our National Constitution. 

The source for this information is from the "74th Congress, 2d Session, United States Senate, Document 
No. 32, The Constitution of the United States of America (Annotated); Annotations of Cases Decided by the 
Supreme Court of the United States to January 1, 1938. Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 35 (Submitted by Mr. 
Ashurst), Adopted May 14, 1936". 


Constitution of the United States of America 
Suits Against States 


Amendment II. 

"The Judicial power of the United States shall not be construed to extend to any suit in law or equity, 
commenced or prosecuted against one of the United States by Citizens of another State, or by Citizens or 
Subjects of any foreign State." 

"Purpose of Amendment. 

"It is a part of our history, that, at the adoption of the Constitution, all the States were greatly indebted; and 
the apprehension that these debts might be prosecuted in the Federal courts formed a serious objection to that 
instrument. Suits were instituted; and, to quit the apprehensions that were so extensively entertained, this amendment 
was proposed in Congress, and adopted by the State Legislatures. "1 

^ Cohens v. Virginia, 6 Wheat. 264, 406 [1821], 

"The Eleventh Amendment was proposed, almost unanimously, at the first meeting of Congress after the 
decision in Chisholm v. Georgia, ^ which held that a State was liable to be sued by a citizen of another State or of a 
foreign country." " This amendment, expressing the will of the ultimate sovereignty of the 
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whole country, superior to all legislatures and all courts, actually reversed the decision of 
the Supreme Court ." 2 (emph. add./mine) 

1 2 Dali. 419 [1793], 

- Hans v. Louisiana, 134 U.S. 1, 11 [1890]. See also Monaco v. Mississippi, 292 U.S. 313, 329 [1934]. 

" The very object and purpose of the Eleventh Amendment were to prevent the 

indignity of subjecting a State to the coercive process of judicial tribunals at the instance of 
private parties . It was thought to be neither becoming nor convenient that the several States of the Union, 
invested with that large residium of sovereignty which had not been delegated to the United States, should be 
summoned as defendants to answer the complaints of private persons, whether citizens of other States or aliens, or 
that the course of their public policy and the administration of their public affairs should be subject to and controlled 
by the mandates of judicial tribunals without their consent, and in favor of individual interests." (emph. add./mine) 

1 Ex parte Ayers, 123 U.S. 443, 505 [1887], 

In Law or Equity. 

"While the amendment speaks only of suits in law or equity, that language is the natural result of the 
intention to override the Chisholm case, which was a suit at law; the amendment cannot with propriety 
be construed to leave open a suit against a State in the admiralty jurisdiction by 
individuals, whether its own citizens or not . 1 Where the proceeds of sale of certain slaves, seized as 
having been illegally brought into the State, were in the State treasury, an attempt to reach them was held to be not a 
case within admiralty jurisdiction but a personal suit against the State and unsustainable. (emph. add./mine) 

1 Ex parte New York, 256 U.S. 490, 497 [1921], 

^ Ex parte Madrazzo, 7 Pet. 627 [1833]. 

"The recognized primary purpose of the amendment, viz, to overrule the Chisholm case, cannot be regarded 
as restricting the scope of its express terms. It necessarily embraces demands for the enforcement of equitable 
rights." 1 

1 Missouri v. Fiske, 290 U.S. 18 [1933], 

What Cases Unaffected by the Amendment. 

"While the amendment took from the Supreme Court all jurisdiction, past, ^ present, and future, of all 
controversies between States and individuals; it left its exercise over those between States as free as it 
had been before.- It does not comprehend controversies between a State and a foreign Stated Nor did the 
amendment, through limited in terms to suits by citizens of other or foreign States, operate to authorize suits against 
a State (without its consent) by its own citizens.^ Those who deal in bonds of a sovereign State are aware that they 
must rely altogether on the sense of justice and good faith of the State, and the courts of the United States are 
expressly prohibited from exercising jurisdiction.(emph. add./mine) 

1 See Hollingsworth v. Virginia, 3 Dali. 378, 382 [1798]. 

- Rhode Island v. Massachusetts, 12 Pet. 657, 732 [1838]. see also Virginia v. West Virginia, 206 U.S. 290, 
318 [1907], 

3 See Cohens v. Virginia, 6 Wheat. 264, 406 [1821]. 

4 Hans v. Louisiana, 134 U.S. 1 [1890]; North Carolina v. Temple, 134 U.S. 22 [1890]; Fitts v. McGhee, 
172 U.S. 516, 524 [1899]; Duhne v. New Jersey, 251 U.S. 311, 313 [1920], 

^ Bank of Washington v. Arkansas, 20 How. 530 [1858]. 

"It remains the duty of the courts of the United States to decide all cases brought before them by citizens of 
one State against citizens of a different State, where a State is not necessarily a defendant. 

1 United States v. Peters, 5 Cr. 115, 137 [1809], 

Suit Commenced or Prosecuted. 

"Prosecution of a writ of error to review a judgment of a State court claimed to be in violation of the 
Constitution or laws of the United States, does nor "commence or prosecute a suit against the States"."' 

1 Cohens v. Virginia, 6 Wheat, 264, 411 [1821]. 

Record Not Conclusive as to Parties in Interest. 

"It must be regarded as a settled doctrine of this court, established by its recent decisions, that the question 
whether a suit is within the prohibition of the Eleventh Amendment is not always determined by reference to the 
nominal parties on the record," but is determined by a consideration of the nature of the case as presented on the 
whole record. 
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1 Ex parte Ayers, 123 U.S. 443, 487 [1887], distinguishing Poindexter v. Greenhow, 114 U.S. 270 [1885], 
from Osborn v. Bank of United States, 9 Wheat. 738 [1824]. 

" A suit against individuals, but restraining or otherwise affecting their action as 
State officers may be in substance a suit against the State which the Constitution forbids ." 1 

(emph. add./mine) 

1 Worcester County Trust Co. v. Riley, 302 U.S. 292 [1937], citing Louisiana v. Jumel, 107 U.S. 711 
[1883]; Hagood v. Southern, 117 U.S. 52 [1886]; In re Ayers, 123 U.S. 443 [1887]; North Carolina v. Temple, 134 
U.S. 22, 30 [1890]; Smith v. Reeves, 178 U.S. 436 [1900]; Lankford v. Platte Iron Works, 235 U.S. 461 [1915]; Ex 
parte State of New York, No. 1, 256 U.S. 490, 500 [1921]; Missouri v. Fiske, 290 U.S. 18, 28 [1933]; Cunningham 
v. Macon & Brunswick R. Co., 109 U.S. 446 [1883]; Wells v. Roper, 246 U.S. 335 [1918], 

Suits Against State Officers Not Upheld. 

"A suit against the governor solely in his official capacity, to recover moneys in the State treasury, was 
considered a suit against the State." 1 

1 Governor of Georgia v. Madrazo, 1 Pet. 110 [1828]. Confirmed in Kentucky v. Dennison, 24 How. 98 

[1861]. 

"Where it was sought affirmatively to compel the performance of a State's contract by mandamus against its 
officers requiring the application of funds in the State treasury, and the collection of a specific tax authorizing by law 
for the retirement of State bonds, it was held to be a suit against the State, and an attempt to secure judicial 
interference with political activities. "1 

1 Louisiana v. Jumel, 107 U.S. 711 [1883]. Applied in Hagood v. Southern, 117 U.S. 52 [1886]. to a suit to 
compel performance of an act authorizing receipt of scrip for taxes; and in Christian v. Atlantic & N.C.R. Co., 133 
U.S. 233 [1890]. to a proceeding to declare a lien on railroad stock held by the States, and further to enforce that lien 
by sale, etc. See also North Carolina v. Temple, 134 U.S. 22 [1890]. 

"Where the State was nominally a party on the record, but examination of the pleadings showed it was suing 
for the use and on behalf of certain of its citizens to compel an officer to pay out public money in his possession on 
the State's obligations, the suit was held within the inhibition. "1 

1 New Hampshire v. Louisiana, 108 U.S. 76 [1883]. See Also North Dakota v. Minnesota, 263 U.S. 365 
[1923], and South Dakota v. North Carolina, 192 U.S. 286 [1904], 

"The Court will refuse to take jurisdiction of a suit to compel an officer to exercise the State's power of 
taxation, when it is clearly seen upon the record that the State is an indispensable party. "1 

1 Cunningham v. Macon & B. R. Co., 109 U.S. 446 [1883], 

"A suit filed by aliens against the auditor, attorney general, and other officials of Virginia to enjoin the 
prosecution of suits in the name and for the use of the State, under a State act, against taxpayers who had tendered in 
payment of taxes tax-receivable coupons cut from bonds of the State, was a suit against the State and within the 
meaning of the Eleventh Amendment." 1 

1 Ex parte Ayers, 123 U.S. 443 [1887], 

"A suit against commissioners appointed under a State law to wind up the affairs of the State dispensary 
system, is also prohibited." * 

1 Murray v. Wilson Distilling Co., 213 U.S. 151 [1909]. See also Carolina Glass Co. v. South Carolina, 240 
U.S. 305 [1916], 

"A suit by a depositor in an Oklahoma bank against members of the State Banking Board and the Bank 
Commissioner to compel payments from the Depositor's Guaranty fund, is likewise within the prohibition. "1 

1 Lankford v. Platte Iron Works Co., 235 U.S. 461 [1915]. followed in American Water Softener Co. v. 
Lankford, 235 U.S. 496 [1915]; Farish v. State Banking Board, 235 U.S. 498 [1915]. Distinguished in Johnson v. 
Lankford, 245 U.S. 541 [1918], and Martin v. Lankford, 245 U.S. 547 [1918], where the action sought relief against 
the Commissioner and his surety personally, and not against the Guaranty Fund as such. 

"A suit by an executor to interplead the tax officers of two States, claiming the domicil of the testator, is a 
suit against a State forbidden by the Eleventh Amendment, when, under the laws of neither State would a death tax 
be imposed if the testator was not domiciled there, and when the only reason for the suit is an apprehension lest the 
courts of both States decide that the testator died domiciled within their respective jurisdictions." * 

1 Worcester County Trust Co. v. Riley, 302 U.S. 292 [1937]. 

Suits Against State Officers Upheld. 

"Suits by individuals against defendants who claim to act a officers of a State and, under color of an 
unconstitutional statute, to recover for injury to property; or to recover money or property unlawfully taken from 
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them in behalf of the State; or, for compensation for damages; or, in a proper case, for an injunction to prevent such 
wrong and injury; or, for a mandamus to enforce the performance of a plain legal duty, purely ministerial; are not, 
within the meaning of the amendment, suits against the State. 

1 Re Tyler, 149 U.S. 164, 190 [1893], followed in Scott v. Donald, 165 U.S. 58, 67; 165 U.S. 107 [1897], 

"An injunction against sale by a State land commission, under a statute adjudged unconstitutional, of swamp 
lands purchased under an earlier act was held not a suit against the State." ^ 

1 Pennoyer v. McConnaughy, 140 U.S. 1 [1891]. In reaching this conclusion the Court cited Osborn v. 
Bank of the United States, 9 Wheat. 738 [1824]; Davis v. Gray, 16 Wall. 203 [1873] (suit to restrain sale of railroad 
land grants, declared forfeited by State law); Tomlinson v. Branch, 15 Wall. 460 [1873]; Litchfield v. Webster 
County, 101 U.S. 773 [1880]; Board of Liquidation v. McComb, 92 U.S. 531 [1876] (restraint of State commission 
from issuing, in liquidation of State debt to a certain Levee Co., of certain of the same kind of bonds as held by 
petitioner); Allen v. Baltimore & O.R. Co., 114 U.S. 311 [1885] (similar to McComb case); Poindexter v. 
Greenhow, 114 U.S. 270 [1885] (detinue against a tax-collector who, under color of State law, held unconstitutional, 
refused tender of tax-receivable coupons and distrained on certain property of petitioner). 

"A suit against State officers to enjoin them from enforcing a tax alleged to be in violation of the 
Constitution of the United States is not a suit against a State within the prohibition of the Eleventh Amendment. ^ 
This doctrine announced in many previous cases on the subject was states by Mr. Justice Harlan, in Smyth v. Ames, 
wherein it was said: "It is the settled doctrine of this Court that a suit against individuals for the purpose of 
preventing them as officers of a State from enforcing an unconstitutional enactment to the injury of the rights of the 
plaintiff, is not a suit against the State within the meaning of that Amendment." 1 2 

1 Gunter v. Atlantic Coast Line R. Co., 200 U.S. 273, 283 [1906], 

2 169 U.S. 466, 518-519 [1898], See also Prout v. Starr, 188 U.S. 537 [1903]; Reagan v. Farmers' Loan & 
trust Co., 154 U.S. 362 [1894], 

"Generally suits to restrain action of State official can, consistently with the constitutional prohibition, be 
prosecuted only when the action sought to be restrained is without the authority of State law or contravenes the 
statutes or Constitution of the United States." ^ 

1 Worcester County Trust Co. v. Riley, 302 U.S. 292 [1937], citing Ex parte Young, 209 U.S. 123 [1908]; 
Scully v. Bird, 209 U.S. 481 [1908]; Old Colony Trust Co. v. Seattle, 271 U.S. 426 [1926]; Louisiana v. Jumel, 107 
U.S. 711 [1883]; Hagood v. Southern, 117 U.S. 52 [1886]; In re Ayers, 123 U.S. 443 [1887]; Lankford v. Platte Iron 
Works, 235 U.S. 461 [1915], 

"A distinction is made between cases where the State officer sued is charged with some special duty in the 
enforcement of the statute complained of (and the suit is therefore to prevent him, under sanction of the statute, from 
committing some wrong or injury by positive act) and a case where the suit is merely to test the constitutionality of 
the statute, in the enforcement of which the officers sued will act only by formal judicial proceedings in the court. ^ 
When officials are charged with mere ministerial duty, any person who will be injured by refusal to perform or by 
official act in violation of such duty, may have a mandamus or injunction, and such suit is not a suit against the 


State. 


«»2 


1 Fitts v. McGhee, 172 U.S. 516 [1899], See also Smith v. Reeves, 178 U.S. 436 [1900]; Chandler v. Dix, 
194 U.S. 590, 591 [1904]; Tindal v. Wesley, 167 U.S. 204, 212 [1897], 

2 Board of Liquidation v. McComb, 92 U.S. 531, 541 [1876]. See also Houston v. Ormes, 252 U.S. 469, 
472 [1920]; Rolston v. Missouri, 120 U.S. 390, 411 [1887], 

"A suit to restrain a State officer from executing an unconstitutional statute, in violation of plaintiffs rights 
and to his irreparable damage, is not a suit against the State, and "individuals who, as officers of the State, are 
clothed with some duty in regard to the enforcement of the laws of the State, and who threaten and are about to 
commence proceeding, either of a civil or criminal nature, violating the Federal Constitution, may be enjoined by a 
Federal court of equity from such action." 1 "This principle is not confined to the maintenance of suits to restrain 
enforcement of statutes which are unconstitutional, but applies also when the attempted administration of a valid 
statute is unconstitutional." 2 

1 Ex parte Young, 209 U.S. 123 [1908], 

2 Greene v. Louisville & I. R. Co., 144 U.S. 499 [1917], followed in Louisville & 1. R. Co. v. Greene, 244 
U.S. 522 [1917]; Illinois C. R. Co. v. Greene, 244 U.S. 555 [1917], See also Tanner v. Little, 240 U.S. 369 [1916]; 
Harrison v. St. Louis & S. F. R. Co., 232 U.S. 318 [1914]; Herndon v. Chicago, R. 1. & P. R. Co., 218 U.S. 135 
[1910]; Ludwig v. Western Union, 216 U.S. 146 [1910]; Hunter v. Wood, 209 U.S. 205 [1908]; General Oil Co. v. 
Crain, 209 U.S. 211 [1908]; Philadelphia Co. v. Stimson, 223 U.S. 605, 621, [1912]; Truax v. Raich, 239 U.S. 33, 
37 [1915]; Worcester County Trust Co. v. Riley, 302 U.S. 292 [1937], 
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"Immunity from suit is a high attribute of sovereignty which cannot be availed of by public agents when 
sued for their own torts. The Eleventh Amendment was not intended to afford them freedom from liability in any 
case where, under color of their office, they have injured one of the State's citizens. 'The many claims of immunity 
from suit have therefore been uniformly denied, where the action was brought for injuries done or threatened by 
public officers. If they were indeed agents, acting for the State, they-though not exempt from suit-could successfully 
defend by exhibiting the valid power of attorney or lawful authority under which they acted. * * * But if it appeared 
that they proceeded under an unconstitutional statute their justification failed and their claim of immunity 
disappeared on the production of the void statute * * * . In such cases the law of agency has no application-the 
wrongdoer is treated as a principal and individually liable for the damages inflicted and subject to injunction against 
the commission of acts causing irreparable injury'." ^ 

1 Hopkins v. Clemson Agricultural College, 221 U.S. 636, 643 [1911], holding a State agricultural college 
liable to suit for damages caused by corporate act in constructing a dyke which caused overflow of plaintiffs 
property, see also Belknap v. Schild, 161 U.S. 10, 18 [1896]. 

"The test laid down in the Clemson College case was followed in Old Colony Trust Co. v. Seattle, ^ 
sustaining a suit against State tax-collecting agents to enjoin distraint of property to satisfy taxes. Under the 
circumstances, it was not the collection of the tax, but the wrongful and abusive use of the process of collecting that 
was sought to be enjoined." 

1 271 U.S. 426 [1926], 

"The Eleventh Amendment, which denies to the citizen the right to resort to a Federal court to compel or 
restrain State action, does not preclude suit against wrongdoer merely because he asserts that his acts are within an 
official authority which the State does not confer. 

1 Worcester County Trust Co. v. Riley, 320 U.S. 292 [1937], 

Restraint of Enforcement of State Statute. 

"Federal jurisdiction to enjoin execution of a State law on the ground of unconstitutionality should be 
exercised only in clear cases and when necessary to prevent great and irreparable injury. 1 'Only a case manifest 
oppression' will justify such interference; the reluctance of the Court to interfere by injunction with the activities of 
State officials conscientiously endeavoring to fulfill their duty, was of itself adequate for refusing an injunction 
against certain State and county highway officials, to restrain interference with maintenance of a bridge, and 
collection of tolls-a mater which depended upon the construction of the local law against perpetuities." 2 

1 Cavanaugh v. Loony, 248 U.S. 453 [1919]; followed in Hygrade Provision Co. v. Sherman, 266 U.S. 497, 
500 [1925]; Massachusetts State Grange v. Benton, 272 U.S. 525 [1926]. 

2 Hawks v. Hamill, 288 U.S. 52 [1933], 

"Ordinarily, there should be no interference with such officers; primarily they are charged with the duty of 
prosecuting offenders against the laws of the State, and must decide when and how this is to be done. The accused 
should first set up and rely upon his defense in the State courts even though this involves a challenge of the validity 
of some statutes, unless it plainly appears that this course would not afford adequate protection." * 

1 Fenner v. Boykin, 271 U.S. 240, 243 [1926], refusing injunction to restrain law officer from enforcing by 
arrest and prosecution a State law penalizing certain gambling contracts on the ground of interference with interstate 
commerce and deprivation of constitutional rights. 

"State officers may be restrained from carrying into effect a law allegedly unconstitutional, even though the 
injunction may cause the law to remain inoperative until the question of constitutionality is judicially determined."1 

1 Public Service Co. v. Corboy, 250 U.S. 153, 159 [1919], 

Claim that State is a Party not Jurisdictional. 

"Where suit is against an individual by name and he desires to plead an exemption by reason of his 
representative character, he should raise the question either by demurrer to the bill, or by other pleadings in the 
regular course of the cause. 

1 Illinois C. R. Co. v. Adams, 180 U.S. 21, 28, 37, 38 [1901], See also Scully v. Bird, 209 U.S. 481 
[1908]; Fitts v. McGhee, 172 U.S. 516 [1899], 

"A claim that a Federal court was without jurisdiction of a suit against State officers to restrain enforcement 
of unconstitutional statutes because in effect a suit against the State was dismissed." 1 

1 Looney v. Crane Co., 245 U.S. 178, 191 [1917], on the strength of Ex parte Young, 209 U.S. 123 [1908]; 
western U. Teleg. Co. v. Andrews, 216 U.S. 165 [1910]; Home Teleph. & Teleg. Co. v. Los Angeles, 227 U.S. 278 
[1913], See also McNeill v. Southern R. Co., 202 U.S. 543 [1906]; Prentis v. Atlantic Coast Line Co., 211 U.S. 210 
[1908], 

Suits Against State Officers Abated on Retirement of Officer. 
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"Suit against Attorney General, to restrain threatened action under an alleged unconstitutional statute, abates 
upon his retirement from office and cannot be revived against his successor except under authority of law." ^ 

1 Ex parte La Prade, 289 U.S. 444 [1933]. the question was reserved, in what circumstances a successor 
who was of the same mind with reference to the threatened prosecution might be substituted in a pending suit. 

Waiver of Immunity. 

"the immunity from suit belonging to a State, which is respected and protected by the Constitution within 
the limits of the judicial power of the United States, is a personal privilege which it may waive at pleasure; so that in 
a suit, otherwise well brought, in which a State had sufficient interest to entitle it to become a party defendant, its 
appearance in a court of the United States would be a voluntary submission to its jurisdiction; while, of course, those 
courts are always open to it as a suitor in controversies between it and citizens of other States.^ Such waiver of 
immunity from suit, however, does not extend to a surrender of any essential attribute of sovereignty." 2 

1 Clark v. Barnard, 108 U.S. 436, 447 [1883], 

- Ashton v. Cameron County Water Imper. Dist. No. 1, 298 U.S. 513, 531 [1936]. 

"It is elementary that even if a State has consented to be sued in its own courts by one of its creditors, a 
right would not exist in such creditor to sue the State in a court of the United States." ^ 

1 Murray v. Wilson Distilling Co., 213 U.S. 151, 172 [1909], citing Smith v. Reeves, 178 U.S. 436 [1900]; 
Chandler v. Dix, 194 U.S. 590 [1904], See also Graves v. Texas Co., 298 U.S. 393, 403-404 [1936], 

"There is no waiver of immunity from suit in a particular case from the fact that the State had previously 
appeared in and had defended a similar suit against the same State officers. 1 So also, where a State intervened, not to 
seek a determination of any right or title, but to ask that Federal court make no distribution of property involved until 
the rights in the premises were decided in the State courts, such intervention was too limited in character to constitute 
a waiver of immunity. 2 

1 Farish v. State Banking board, 235 U.S. 498 [1915], 

2 Missouri v. Fiske, 290 U.S. 18 [1933], 

"In 1844 it was held no objection to Federal jurisdiction that a State was a member of the defendant railroad 
corporation. 1 The Court there followed Osborn v. Bank of United States, 9 Wheat. 738 [1824]; United States v. 
Peters, 5 Cr. 115 [1809]; and Bank of United States v. Planters' Bank, 9 Wheat. 904 [1824], in the last of these cases 
it was held that the State by becoming a partner in a trading concern divested itself of its sovereign character so far as 
concerned the transaction of the company, and waived its privilege of immunity. It had already been held that where 
a State was sole proprietor of a corporation, a suit against the corporation was not a suit against the State." 2 

1 Louisville, C. & C. R. Co. v. Letson, 2 How. 497, 550 [1844], 

2 Bank of Kentucky v. Wister, 2 Pet. 318 [1829]." 

" We Must obey God rather than men. " Acts 5:29. Holy Scriptures 

This Common Law Affidavit, of necessity, in Law , is true, correct and certain, being made in " good 
faith ", and pursuant to MCA, Rules of Evidence, Rule "202 (b) (1) and (11) { notice the notary nnhlic seal. ".. 

. and of notary public ."!, (d) "When mandatory", (1) of the common Law"; {see your own by-laws/statutes, 
MCA, Title 26, chapter 1, part 10; 26-1-1005, " ... having a seal in such foreign country ."}; and "Again, you 
have heard it was decreed to the ancients, that you shall not perjure yourselves, but give up your vow to the 
Lord. But I tell you in short, Do not vow at all: not by heaven, for that is the throne of God; nor by the earth, 
because that is His footstool; nor by Jerusalem, for that is the city of the great King. Neither vow by your 
head, because you are not able to make a single hair white or black, But let your language be "Yes, yes; No, 
no; for whatever exceeds these proceeds from evil. "Matthew 5:33-37, Holy Scriptures, Ferrar Fenton. Title 
28, U.S.C., § 1746 (1), (" without the United States"} " Non Negotiable ." 

teste meipso this 8111 day of January, in the year of our Almighty Yahweh, through our Redeemer, 
"Yahshua'V'Emmanuel", 1995, A.D.. 

"without prejudice", with explicit reservation of all unalienable Rights, waiving none, "without recourse" MCA 30-1-207 

Attested & Acknowledgment: 

Court Seal: _ 

The Honorable Justice Rodney O. Skurdal, " ner curiam " 

United States of America ) 

Montana state de jure ) ss. 

Musselshell county de jure ) 

On this 8 th day of January, in the year of 1995, A.D., before me, Rodney O. Skurdal, a de jure Notary Public in and for 
Musselshell county, for our de jure Montana state, United States of America, personally appeared Rodney O. Skurdal, known to 
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me to be the sovereign Freeman character whose name is subscribed to the foregoing Common Law Affidavit, " Ex Parte ", and 
acknowledged to me that he executed the same. 

Seal: 

Fees: _ 

Protest _ Private Bonded "Notary Public for Montana state 

Notice _ Postal Location Roundup . Montana state, U.S. of A. 

Postage _ My Commission expires on Life . 

Record _ 

Oaths _ 

Total 


" MT" nor the "Zip Code " 

Pursuant to Domestic Mail Service Reg. Sec. 122.32 and Public Law 91-375, Section 403. This is also 
pursuant to "The United States Government Manual 1990/91, Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and 
Records Administration" at page 385, whereby we agree that the United States Postal Service [U.S. Postal Service] 
is under the international agency, called " INTERPOL ", whereby the National Area Zip Code Directory with that of 
Title 26, U.S.C. § 7621, of Sec. 4 of the Federal Register, Vol. 51, NO. 53 of Wednesday, March 19, 1989, at page 
9571 through 9573, of TDO 150-01, of the opinion in United States v. LaSalle National Bank, 437 US 298 (1978) at 
308, of 12 U.S.C. § 222 and 31 U.S.C. § 103, that the "Zip Code" |&/or "MT"] is only for "Federal 
Jurisdiction", i.e., Article I, Section 8, clause 17 of our National Constitution, and 'market venueVrevenue districts', 
that over ride purportedly State boundaries, for those who wish to use such modes of address outside of a State venue 
and the Constitutional protection and into an 'international, commercial venue' involving admiralty concerns only the 
"United States", a commercial corporation domiciled at Washington, District of Columbia. More specifically, on 
page ii of the National Area Zip Code Directory at any local Post Office, whereby one can see that the first digit of 
the Zip Code [with that of Title 26, U.S.C. § 7621] defines an area that includes more than one de facto compact 
party state. The first sentence of the explanatory paragraph begins: "A Zip Code is a numerical code that identifies 
areas within the United States and its territories for the purposes of . . . ", [26 CFR Section l.l-l(c)]— note the 
singular possessive 'pronoun' its, not "their", therefore carrying the implication that it relates to only the 'United 
States', i.e., a federal corporation, a/k/a. District of Columbia and its territories and its possessions/enclaves and its 
[de facto] compact party states, as a corporation domicile in the District of Columbia, in the singular sense, not in the 
sense of being the 50 sovereign States of the union. The map shows all the 50 States of the union and also the 
District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, & Virgin Island, making the explanatory statement literally correct. Properly 
construed the "Zip Code" [& the use of "MT"] can only be applicable in federal territories and enclaves that may be 
located within the 50 sovereign States of the Union of these united States of America, and to the District of 
Columbia/United States and its territories; Pious Bank v. Knoup (1856), 6 Ohio 342 at 404 and U.S. v. Butler, 
(1935) 297 US 1 at 63, to the effect that "in every state there are two governments, the state and the United States", 
see the "Buck Act". The "Zip Code" [and/or "MT"] does not apply to the sovereign State('s)/foreign country called 
"Montana sate", united States of America. The lawful abbreviation for Montana is "Mont.". The 'Zip Code' and the 
use of "MT" on addresses are for the corporate United States and Us agents, officers, citizens and employees, for 
example a custom and duty collector at New York harbor, when they move out into the States of the Union to 
perform functions delegated to the "United States" by the federal or National Constitution, or the Pennsylvania 
Department of Transportation, and seditious syntax, government has gotten nearly everyone in the 50 States of the 
Union using the "Zip Code" modes of addresses, and that creates the Presumption for the de facto Judicial 
Admission and legislative created tribunals, that one is in such a federal venue or such a government person, subject 
and/or citizen of the United States residing in Montana state, U.S. of A.. 

1 it is well settled in law that Income Tax Statutes apply only to corporations and to their officers, agents, 
and employees, [26 USC § 3401 (c)] acting in their official capacities, e.g. from Colonial Pipeline Co, v. Traisle, 
421 U.S. 100 (1975), ". . . However, all 'income tax statutes' apply only to state created creatures known as 
corporations no matter whether state, local, or federal." Since corporations act only through their officers, 
employees, etc., the income tax statutes reach out to them when acting in their official capacities, but not as 
individuals. This is the real purpose for "Identifying Numbers" cf. 26 CFR 301.6109-1 (d) & (g) and 26 USC 6331 
(a) and 26 CFR 301.6331-1, part 4. 
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The use of "MT" and/or the "Zip Code" address is tantamount to the admission of being a "citizen of the 
United States", who does not have the protection of the first eight amendments of the Constitution when proceeded 
by the political corporations federal and/or compact party state. "All the provisions of the constitution look to an 
indestructible union of indestructible states", Texas v. White, 7 Wall. 700; U.S. v. Cathcart, 25 F. Case No. 14,756; 
In re Charge to Grand Jury, 30 F. Case No. 18,273 (65 C.J. Section 2), [not known to be overturned]. 

" Notary " 

001 


Ravalli county-court 
Common Law Venue 

Lawful Venue and Original and Exclusive Jurisdiction 
"de jure'V'Republican Form of Government" 
State of the Forum- our "Common Law" 


United States of America) 

Montana state de jure ) ss. Common Law Affidavit in support for this Common Law 

Ravalli county de jure ) Memorandum and Judicial Notice in Law; Notary Public-Self 

Appointment; " Ex Parte " 

Montana, Loran D. Flerbert 

vs. 

de facto corporation state of Montana, and all |de facto I fifty-six (56) counties, et al., 

per curiam: _ 

Loran D. Herbert 

sui juris, Coram Ipso Rege 

in care of Postal Mailing Location 

c/o 1008 Hwy 93 

Victor, Montana, U.S. of A. 

{’’ without the United States"} 

I, Loran D. Herbert, sui juris, Coram Ipso Rege, per curiam, duly expatriated from " within " the United 
States, i.e., the District of Columbia and its possessions, territories and the [de facto] compact party states, of 
necessity, in Law, [ our Common Law ] having just cause to make this common law venue affidavit in our Supreme 
Court in Ravalli county, as offer of proof to this " Memorandum and Judicial Notice in Law; Notary Public-Self 
Appointment ", do present the following excerpts from various sources [if needed], by the judicial power and 
judicial authority vested in me by our certified true and correct handwritten Constitution of Montana, 1889, the 
enabling act, our organic law, Magna Charta, CD-ROM 1994 disk of MCA, Bouvier’s Law Dictionary, Black’s Law 
Dictionary, de facto court opinions and Holy Scriptures . 

By mandatory and prohibitory provisions contained within Article III, sections 1, 2, 29, and 30, and 
Article V, section 26 of our Constitution of Montana [1889], and in relation to the class of inhabitant(s) the 
following proofs of this sovereign Freeman character's perfect, vested, absolute and Unalienable Right for this 
Self-appointment as a " de jure " " Notary Public " in and for Ravalli county [de jure], in our [de jure] country of 
Montana, United States of America, will be sufficiently presented for even the most jaded mind to comprehend, 
fraternal organization State Bar of Montana notwithstanding. 

First, under the presumption rule, this Court presumes that most, if not all notary publics now in office, are 
in fact foreigners [aliens], " citizen!s) * of the United States", via their application and filing a S.S. 5 Form, Title 42 
USC, and obtaining a social security card/number, being a 14th Amendment citizen, subject, and/or person, subject 
to the jurisdiction of the United States, i.e., the District of Columbia and its possessions, territories and [de facto] 
compact party states, also being an "employee" of the United States, under the presumption rule that they all file 
federal 1040 Tax Forms, Title 26, USC § 3401 (c) [prima facie evidence], who are now residing in Montana, United 
States of America. 
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Note: These "foreign citizens/aliens" must [mandatory] be registered with the de jure secretary of State, 
pursuant to Title 18, USC, § 2386, see also § 951 and § 219. These 14tP Amendment [second class] 'citizens of the 
United States' are also prohibited from commencing any actions against the "de jure State", i.e., We the People of 
the Posterity, i.e., Freeman/Freemen characters, pursuant to the lltll Amendment of our national 
constitution, for they are in fact "citizens" from a foreign "state" residing within our "State", Montana. See Texas 
v. White, 7 Wall., 700-743, (1869). 

"citizen of the United States": means a 14th Amendment person and subjects and/or citizen ' within ' the 
United States, i.e., the District of Columbia and its possessions, territories and [de facto] compact party states, 
"Article I, section 8, clause 17 of our national constitution, and anyone of We the People in any of the several States 
who has knowingly, willfully, and intentionally signed an agreement and/or [quasi] contract with the de facto 
corporations, the United States and/or the state of Montana. When this Nation was founded each of the individual 
sovereign States of this Union had their own Citizens (Capital "C"), a.k.a., Freemen characters and/or Freeholders, as 
defined in the Constitution, but, then came the so called 14th Amendment, that added a second class of citizen. For 
clarification purposes, the term "Citizen" when used in the constitutional sense with a capital "C" shall designate a 
sovereign State Citizen, a.k.a., Freemen characters and/or Freeholders, as per the intent of the Founding Fathers of 
this Nation, when used with a small "c" as it is used in the so-called 14th Amendment shall designate the federal 
citizen which is a different class of citizen. In law every letter in a word is important, the capitalization of a specific 
word means a specific thing, the use of the same word, without the capitalization may mean something else, in this 
case it does; the "Citizen" does not include the "citizen", the word "Resident" does not include the "resident". 
Example as follows: 

There is a clear distinction between United States and State citizenship, U.S., citizenship does not entitle 
citizen of the privileges and immunities of the Citizen of the State. K. Tashiro v. Jordan, 256 P. 545, 201 Cal. 239, 
53 A.L.R. 1279, affirmed 49 S.Ct. 47, 278 U.S. 123, 73 L.Ed. 214, 14 C.J.S. Sec 2, p.1131, n. 75. In fact Black's 
Law Dictionary, 5th Addition, agrees with the distinction between different classes of citizenship: "privileges and 
immunities clause." There are two Privileges and Immunities Clauses in the federal Constitution and Amendments, 
the first being found in Art. IV, and the second in the 14th Amendment, Sec. 1, second sentence, clause 1. The 
provision in Art. IV, Sec. 2, states that "The Citizens of each State shall be entitled to all Privileges and Immunities 
of Citizens in the several States," while the 14th Amendment provides that "No State shall make or enforce any law 
which shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the United States." pages 1078-1079. Note the lack of 
capitalization in the wording used in the 14th Amendment, this specifically means that the words "citizens, 
privileges, immunities" are not the same as in Article IV. The State of Montana was admitted to the Union of the 
united States [of America] in 1889, and was admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the original States in 
all respects whatsoever. 

The State of Montana was required to have its own Citizens, who were first, State Citizens, then as a 
consequence of State Citizenship were American Citizens, known as Citizens of the United States [of America], 
(Capital "C") there was no specific class as this, but for traveling and protection by the United States of America's 
government while out of the country, they were generally called "Citizens of the United States", i.e., American 
Citizens, (capital "C") See again, Texas v. White, supra, as to the "de jure" Government vs. the "de facto" 
government . 

The Constitution for the United States of America (1787) used the term "Citizen of the United States" in 
Article I, Section 2, (capital "C"), and numerous other sections each time with capitalization, this referred to the 
Sovereign Political Body of State Citizens, this Citizen is entitled to all the Privileges and Immunities of the Citizens 
of the several States under Article IV. Congress utilized the same term "citizen of the United States" qualifying it 
with a small "c" to distinguish the "federal citizen" in the so-called 14th Amendment. These "citizens" have only 
statutory rights granted/created by Congress, not the Constitution. Thus, Congress and most of the Judiciary have 
acknowledged that an amendatory act cannot alter the original intent of the Constitution. Therefore Congress did not 
alter the meaning of the term "Citizen of the United States" (Capital "C"), it still remains the same, a sovereign 
Citizen of a State. In the past, the Judiciary, without the distinction being properly brought forth have made rulings 
based upon the federal " citizens " who are resident (s) in a State, not State Citizens domiciled/inhabitants within 
their own State. The statement by Chief Justice Taney in Dred Scott v. Sanford, 19 How. 393, 422, in defining the 
term "persons" the Judge stated "...persons who are not recognized as Citizens ,". See also American and Ocean 
Ins. Co. v. Canter, 1 Pet. 511, which also distinguishes "persons" and "Citizens". These were the persons that 
were the object of the 14th Amendment, to give to this class of native born "persons" who were "resident" in the 
union of the United States citizenship, and authority to place other than the white race within the special category of 
"citizen of the United States". 
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"At the time of the adoption of the ' Preamble ', the phrase "We The People" was known and 
understood to mean the People of the white race and none other . The Preamble emanated from and for the 
People so designated by the words, " To Ourselves and for Our posterity ." Drcd Scott v. Sanford. ! ( ) How. 393, 
422. " 

To overcome the statement in Dred Scott, supra, that only White People were "de jure" I Sovereign I 
Citizens, and all other persons were only "residents" without citizenship of the States, Congress then passed the 
Civil Rights Act of 1866, 14 STAT. 27. The Act of Congress called the Civil Rights Act, 14 U.S. Stats, at Large, p. 
27, which was the forerunner of the 14th Amendment, amply shows the intent of Congress. 

"all persons born in the United States and not subject to any foreign power , excluding Indians not taxed, are 
hereby declared to be citizens of the United States, and such citizens of every race and color * * * shall have the 
same right in every state and territory of the United States * * * to full and equal benefit of all laws and proceedings 
for the security of person and property as is enjoyed by white citizens ," (again, note the lack of capitalization, see 
also the by-laws [Codes/contracts] of the United States, Title 42, USC § 1981 & 1982; 'persons and/or citizens' 
[of the United States] vs. White Citizens .) 

This was the intent of Congress, not to infringe upon the Constitution nor the Character of the de jure 
Citizens/Freemen character(s)/Freeholders of the several States. The term "persons" did not include the 
"white" de jure State Citizens . It was never the intent of the 14th Amendment to subvert the States' authority nor 
that of the Constitution as it relates to the Character of the de jure State Citizens. People v. Washington, 36 C. 658, 
661 (1869) overruled on other grounds; French v. Barber, 181 U.S. 324; Mackenzie v. Hare, 60 L. Ed. 297. 

The so-called 14th Amendment uses language very similar to the Civil Rights Act of 1866 and Harlan L, in 
a dissenting opinion quoted from the veto message of President Johnson his interpretation of its meaning: (It) 
"comprehends the Chinese of the Pacific States, Indians subject to taxation, the people called gypsies, as well 
as the entire race designated as blacks, persons of color, negroes, mulattos and persons of African blood. 
Every individual of those races born in the United States is made a citizen thereof :" Elk v. Wilkins, 112 U.S. 
94, 114, 5 S.Ct. 41, 28 L.Ed. 643; see also In re Gee Hop, 71 Fed. 274. It was the intent of the so-called 14th 
amendment, that the de jure Citizens in the several States were not included in the terminology, as they were by 
birthright Citizens as defined in the Preamble, and could receive nothing from this so-called 14th amendment. "No 
white person born within the limits of the United States and subject to their jurisdiction...owes his status of 
Citizenship to the recent amendments to the Federal Constitution". Van Valkenburg v. Brown, 43 Cal. Sup Ct. 
43. 

A Citizen is not a "resident" of the corporation state of Montana, but is in fact a Citizen of Montana. The 
California Supreme Court has made a determination that the 14th Amendment was not intended to include, nor did it 
include the White People born within any of the several States of the union of States. Van Valkenburg v. Brown, 
(1872) 43 Cal. 43. This decision was rendered right after the alleged enactment of the 14th Amendment, this 
decision was upheld by the United States Supreme Court in the Slaughter House Cases, 83 U.S. (16 Wall.) 36, 21 
L.Ed. 394; U.S. v. Susan B. Anthony, 24 Fed. 829. " It is quite clear, then, that there is a citizenship of the U.S. 
and a citizenship of a State, which are distinct from each other and which depend upon different 

characteristics or circumstances in the individual ." Slaughter House Cases, 83 U.S. (16 Wall.) 36, 21 L.Ed. 394. 

Next issue at hand: {Note, that all the corporation statutes [by-laws] are off the de facto non registered 
private corporations [state of Montana] own March 1994. CD ROM disk .} 

1994 MCA — special session Edition 1-1-106. Public and Private statutes . Statutes are public or private. A 
private statute is one which concerns only certain designated individuals and affects only their private rights. 
All other statutes are public, in which are included statutes creating or affecting corporations . 

Note that MCA 1-11-304, all of the "Montana Code Annotated" and statutes/codes, are the sole property 
of the ["corporation"] state of Montana, which are "copyrighted" for and in behalf of the |de facto non 
registered private corporation] state of Montana by the secretary of state. 

Next, for the delinquents above named, the de facto state of Montana, et. ah, " public statutes " only apply 
to Ipubiic and/or private] " corporations ", nothing more/nothing less, and not to the Freemen characters, who 
gnyyiLa. ' corporation ' by any definition. The key word, if you will, is the word "mfiludgd.", as used in the private 
by-laws [statutes/codes] MCA 1-1-106, which is defined as: 

"Include; v. t. 1. To confine within; to hold; to contain; 

Inciusio unius est exclusio aiterius. T he inclusion of one is the exclusion of another . The certain designation of 
one person is an absolute exclusion of all others. 11 Coke, 58b. See Black’s First Edition Law Diet, and Black’s 
Fifth Edition Law Diet. 
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Exclude; v.t. 4. To except; not to comprehend or include in a privilege, grant, proposition, argument, 
description, order, species, genus, &c. in a general sense." 

In order for even the most rock headed de facto delinquents with an IQ of less than 50, this Sovereign/Court 
will now use [your own] United States supreme court and other case opinions, as to the word " include ", and/or the 
participial form thereof , as an aid for the de facto delinquents, who do not understand basic English, to wit: 

The de facto non registered corporation's, United States supreme court, considered and ruled that the (verb) 
term " include " is a word of " limitation ", decided in the case of Monlillo Salt Co. vs, Utah, 221 U.S. 452. at 455 . 
In discussing the meaning of "include" and "including", their court stated: 

"The ordinary significance of the term by the dictionaries, both Webster and the Standard, is 'to 
confine within; to hold; to contain; to shut up; embrace; and involve.'" 

Their court further stated: 

'"Include; or the participial form thereof, is defined 'to comprise within'; 'to hold'; 'to contain'; 'to 
shut up'; and synonyms are 'contain'; 'enclose'; 'comprise'; 'comprehend'; 'embrace'; and 'involved.' And see 
for definition applicable to this case, Neher v. McCook Co., 11 S.Dak. 442; Brainard v. Darling, 132 
Massachusetts, 218; Henry's Ex. v. Henry's Ex., 81 Kentucky, 342." 

Their supreme court discussion on the limitation of the legal term " include/inchidinp " and any participial 
form thereof, is the equivalent of a decision on the meaning of the term when used in any statutes and/or codes. 
Their alleged 'supremacy' of the federal supreme court decisions outweighs federal and state statutory definitions of 
the term "includes/including" and/or any participial form thereof. Further evidence that a statutory definition 
'means' just what it states and nothing else, is the decision of the U. S. court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit, in case 
of the United Stales v, Varbel. 780 F.2d. 758 at 761 . That court stated: 

"The plain meaning rule has its origin in the United States v. Missouri Pac. R.R., 278 U.S. 269, 49 S.Ct. 
133, 73 L.Ed. 322 (1929). There the Supreme Court stated that 'where the language of an enactment is clear and 
construction according to its terms does not lead to absurd or impracticable consequences, the words employed are 
to be taken as the final expression of the meaning intended.' Id at 278, 49 S.Ct. at 136. The principle was more 
recently affirmed in Dickerson v. New Banner Institute, Inc., 460 U.S. 103, 103 S.Ct. 986, 74 L. Ed. 2d. 845 (1983), 
reh'g denied, 461 U.S. 911, 103 S.Ct. 1887, 76 L.Ed.2d. 815 (1983), where the Court stated, "(l)n determining the 
scope of a statute, one is to look first at its language. If the language is unambiguous, ... it is to be regarded as 
conclusive unless there is a clearly expressed legislative intent to the contrary.' Id at 110, 103 S.Ct. at 900 (citations 
and interior quotations omitted). In federal courts, the most common effect of the rule has been to preclude resorts to 
legislative history, such as reports, hearings, and debates." 

Another logical hurdle now must be surmounted at this point: can the meaning of legal terms be extended, 
by implication, to the meaning of words in general usage? Their U.S. supreme court answers this clearly in their case 
of Gould v, Gould, 245 U.S. 151, at 153 ; their court stated: 

"'In the interpretation of statutes levying taxes it is the established rule not to extend their provisions, by 
implication beyond the clear import of the language used, or to enlarge their operation so as to embrace matters not 
specifically pointed out. In case of doubt, they are construed most strongly against the Government and in 
favor of the citizen.' United States v. Wigglesworth, 2 Story 369; American Net & Twine Co. v. Worthington, 141 
U.S. 468, 474; Renzliger v. United States, 192 U.S. 38, 55." 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 1-5-401. Appointment. The secretary of state may appoint and 

commission as many notaries public for the state of Montana as in the secretary of state's judgment may be deemed 
best. 

History: En. Sec. 910, Pol. C. 1895; re-en. Sec. 317, Rev. C. 1907; amd. Sec. 1, Ch. 103, L. 1909; re-en. 
Sec. 385, R.C.M. 1921; Cal. Pol. C. Sec. 791; re-en. Sec. 385, R.C.M. 1935; R.C.M. 1947, 56-101(part); amd. Sec. 
12, Ch. 192, L. 1993. 

Compiler's Comments 1993 

1993 Amendment: Chapter 192 at beginning substituted "secretary of state" for "governor" ; and made 
minor changes in style. 

Applicability: Section 23, Ch. 192, L. 1993, provided: "[This act] applies to notarial acts performed on or 
after [the effective date of this act]." Effective October 1, 1993. 

Collateral References 

Notaries key 2. 

66 C.J.S. Notaries sec. 3, et seq. 

58 Am. Jur. 2d Notary Public sec. 1, 2, 27, 29. 
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Liability of notary public or his bond. 44 ALR 3d 1243; 44 ALR 3d 760; 44 ALR 3d 555; 17 ALR 2d 948; 
18 ALR 1302. 

Measure of damages for false or incomplete certificate by notary public. 13 ALR 3d 1039. 

Liability of notary drawing invalid will to beneficiary named therein. 65 ALR 2d 1363. 

Officer, notary public as. 79 ALR 449. 

Appointment, 1-5-401 

Notaries public, duties, 1-5-401, 1-5-404, 1-5-405, 1-5-407 - 1-5-409 

Notice the change in 1-5-401, " at beginning substituted "secretary of state" for "governor ", and the 
fact that no one is now "appointed", but files an 'application form' with the purported secretary of state, which is 
nothing more then one making a "self-appointment", via the application form. Each "person" by his own private 
reasons, appoints himself, via an application which is nothing more then an agreement and/or quasi contract that is 
approved by the secretary of state. Another handle to address, is the fact that it only applies to "person(s)", within 
the private de facto corporation, state of Montana, and its officers, agents, servants and employees of said de facto 
corporation. The private by-laws [statutes] do not apply nor include the Sovereign Freemen characters [White 
People] within Montana nor in Law, for this is an absolute, perfect, vested and Unalienable Right secured to 
We the People as a matter of Right. We the People have said Rights to self appointment at our choice, not 
subject to the will of our Ipublicj servants, officers, agents and/or employees. UCC 1-103, Master - servant, 
relationship. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 1-5-404. Revocation of commission . Upon 10 days' notice, the 
secretary of state may revoke the commission of any notary public for just cause. 

Based upon the agreement/quasi contract [MCA statutes/codes/by-laws] approved by the de facto 
secretary of state, subject to either equity and/or admiralty jurisdiction for its officers, agents, servants and/or 
employees of the de facto non registered private corporation, state of Montana and its corporate political divisions 
[de facto counties]. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 1-5-405. Bond and commission. Each notary public shall submit an 
application and give an official bond in the sum of $5,000. The bond must be approved by the secretary of state. 
Upon the approval of the bond, the payment of fees, and the filing in the office of the secretary of state of the official 
oath of the notary public, the secretary of state may issue a commission. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 1-5-407. Certifying the official character of a notary. The secretary 
of state may certify to the official character of such notary public. Any notary public may file a copy of his 
commission in the office of any county clerk of any county in the state, and thereafter said county clerk may certify 
to the official character of such notary public. 

Note that any "notary public must I mandatorv l be a citizen of the United States and of the state of 
Montana for at least 1 year preceding appointment", by MCA 1-5-402. Qualifications — residence., [below]. The 
MCA statutes do not address a Sovereign Freeman character nor any of We the People of the Posterity in 
Montana state, U.S. of A., Rev. l:6/Coram Ipso Rege. MCA 1-5-402 is limited to only officers, agents, servants 
and employees of the de facto non registered private corporation state of Montana and its corporate counties and the 
citizens of the United States residing in Montana. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 1-5-409. Information to be filed. A person appointed as a notary 
public shall file his address and telephone number with the office of the secretary of state. If the notary public 
changes his address or telephone number during his term of commission, he shall notify the office of the 
change. 

Notice the implied agreement/quasi contract [equity jurisdiction] within MCA 1-5-409, "shall file his 
address and telenhone number with the office of the secretary of state " and "If the notary public chanpes his 
address or telephone number during his term of commission , he shall notify the office of the change ." A 
Sovereign Freeman character who is self appointed and/or appointed by another Sovereign Freeman character 
does not have to follow the above implied agreement/quasi contract [equity jurisdiction] within MCA 1-5-409, for it 
would be an invasion of privacy of that Freeman's character as secured by our Constitution of Montana and our Right 
to enter or refuse to enter into contracts as secured by both our Constitution of Montana and our National 
Constitution, Article I, Section 10. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 1-5-402. Qualifications -- residence. A person appointed as notary 
public may not, at the time of appointment, be a convicted felon. Each person appointed as a notary public must be a 
dliZ£g = gOh£ = iail£d = Slal£i and of the state of Montana for at least 1 year preceding appointment, and must 
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continue to reside within the state of Montana . Removal from the state or conviction of a felony vacates the office 
and is equivalent to resignation. 

History: En. Sec. 911, Pol. C. 1895; re-en. Sec. 318, Rev. C. 1907; amd. Sec. 2, Ch. 103, L. 1909; re-en. 
Sec. 386, R.C.M. 1921; Cal. Pol. C. Sec. 792; re-en. Sec. 386, R.C.M. 1935; R.C.M. 1947, 56-102; amd. Sec. 13, 
Ch. 192, L. 1993. 

Compiler's Comments 1993 

1993 Amendment: Chapter 192 inserted first sentence prohibiting the appointment of a convicted felon as 
notary public and in last sentence, before "vacates", inserted "or conviction of a felony"; and made minor changes 
in style. 

Applicability: Section 23, Ch. 192, L. 1993, provided: "[This act] applies to notarial acts performed on or 
after [the effective date of this act]." Effective October 1, 1993. 

Collateral References 
Notaries key 2. 

66 C.J.S. Notaries sec. 2. 

Qualifications of notary public, 1-5-402. 
notaries public, qualification, 1-5-402 
conviction, effect, 1-5-402 
Qualifications, 1-5-402 
Residence requirements, 1-5-402 
Notaries public, 1-5-402, 1-5-415 

MCA 1-5-402 only applies to the 14— Amendment citizens residing within Montana, notice also the 
agreement/quasi contract within MCA 1-5-402, " and must continue to reside within the state of Montana ." It 
does not apply to We the People of the Posterity, a.k.a., Freeman/Freemen characters and/or Freeholders. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 1-5-415. Jurisdiction. A person receiving a commission as notary 
public has jurisdiction to perform the person's official duties and acts in every county of the state of Montana 
irrespective of the person's place of residence within the state. A notary public may perform notarial acts outside 
Montana pursuant to 1-5-605. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition MCA 1-5-415, Jurisdiction, only applies to the officers, agents, 
servants and/or employees of the de facto corporation state of Montana and its corporate counties, being "citizens of 
the United States, i.e., the District of Columbia citizens within its possessions, territories and [de facto] compact 
party states. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 1-5-605. Reciprocity of notarial acts. (1) A Montana notarial officer 
may perform a notarial act in a bordering state if the state recognizes the officer's authority within the state. 

(2) A notarial act performed in Montana by a notarial officer of a bordering state has the same effect under 
Montana law as if the act were performed by a Montana notarial officer, provided that the bordering state grants 
Montana's notarial officers similar authority within the bordering state. 

Based upon some type of agreement/quasi contract and/or treaty with the de facto United States and/or 
international treaties. It does not apply to "We the People of the Posterity" in Montana. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 1-5-408. Fees for filing commission and issuing certificates. The 
secretary of state shall set by rule the fees for filing or issuing certificates. The fees must be commensurate with 
costs. The secretary of state shall use application forms soliciting the information required by this part. The 
county clerk of any county in this state shall receive a fee as provided in 7-4-2631 for filing a copy of the 
commission and certifying to the official character . 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 7-4-2631. Fees of county clerk. (1) Except as provided in 7-4-2632, the 
county clerks must charge, for the use of their respective counties: 

(a) for recording and indexing each certificate of location of a quartz or placer mining claim or millsite 
claim, including a certificate that the instrument has been recorded with seal affixed, $6; 

(b) for recording and indexing each affidavit of annual labor on a mining claim, including certificate that the 
instrument has been recorded with seal affixed: 

(i) for the first mining claim in the affidavit, $3; and 

(ii) for each additional mining claim included in it, 50 cents; 

(c) for filing and indexing each writ of attachment, execution, certificate of sale, lien, or other instrument 
required by law to be filed and indexed, $5; 

(d) for filing of subdivision and townsite plats, $5 plus: 
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(i) for each lot up to and including 100, 50 cents; 

(ii) for each additional lot in excess of 100, 25 cents; 

(e) for filing certificates of surveys and amendments thereto, $5 plus 50 cents per tract or lot; 

(f) for a copy of a record or paper: 

(i) for the first page of any document, 50 cents, and 25 cents for each subsequent page; and 

(ii) for each certification with seal affixed, $2 ; 

(g) for searching an index record of files of the office for each year when required in abstracting or 
otherwise, 50 cents; 

(h) for administering an oath with certificate and seal, no charne : 

(i) for taking and certifying an acknowledgment, with seal affixed, for signature to it, no charge : 

(j) for filing, indexing, or other services provided for by 30-9-401 through 30-9-407, the fees prescribed 
under those sections; 

(k) for recording each stock subscription and contract, stock certificate, and articles of incorporation for 
water users' associations, $3; 

(l) for filing a copy of notarial commission and issuing a certificate of official character of such 
notary public, $2 ; 

(m) for each certified copy of a birth certificate, $5, and for each certified copy of a death certificate, $3; 

(n) for filing, recording, or indexing any other instrument not expressly provided for in this section or 7-4- 
2632, the same fee provided in this section or 7-4-2632 for a similar service. 

(2) State agencies submitting documents to be put of record shall pay the fees provided for in this section. If 
a state agency or political subdivision has requested an account with the county clerk, any applicable fees must be 
paid on a periodic basis. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 7-4-2632. Fee when recording done by mechanical means. Where 
recording is done by photographic or similar process, the county clerk and recorder shall charge $6 for each page or 
fraction of a page of the instrument for recording. 

1994 MCA -- Special Session Edition 1-5-408. Fees for filing commission and issuing certificates. The 

secretary of state shall set by rule the fees for filing or issuing certificates. The fees must be commensurate with 
costs. The secretary of state shall use application forms soliciting the information required by this part. The county 
clerk of any county in this state shall receive a fee as provided in 7-4-2631 for filing a copy of the commission and 
certifying to the official character. 

Flistory: En. Sec. 3, p. 101, L. 1885; re-en. Sec. 1570, 5th Div. Comp. Stat. 1887; re-en. Sec. 921, Pol. C. 
1895; re-en. Sec. 328, Rev. C. 1907; amd. Sec. 7, Ch. 103, L. 1909; re-en. Sec. 397, R.C.M. 1921; re-en. Sec. 397, 
R.C.M. 1935; amd. Sec. 12, Ch. 117, L. 1961; R.C.M. 1947, 56-113; amd. Sec. 1, Ch. 14, L. 1985; amd. Sec. 17, 
Ch. 192, L. 1993. 

Compiler's Comments 1993 

1993 Amendment: Chapter 192 in first sentence substituted "set by rule the fees for filing or issuing 
certificates" for former $2 fee and inserted second and third sentences requiring fees to be commensurate 
with costs and concerning use of application forms soliciting required information. 

Applicability: Section 23, Ch. 192, L. 1993, provided: "[This act] applies to notarial acts performed on or 
after [the effective date of this act]." Effective October 1, 1993. 

Compiler's Comments 

1985 Amendment: Substituted most of last sentence referencing fee in 7-4-2631 for prior language 
that set a 50-cent fee for filing a notarial commission. 

Collateral References 

Notaries key 2. 

66 C.J.S. Notaries sec. 14. 

Validity and effect of agreement to give bank all, or part, of fees of notary for protesting paper. 25 ALR 

170. 

notaries public, 1-5-408, 1-5-420, 7-4-2631 

commission filing and character certification, 1-5-407, 1-5-408, 7-4-2631 

Character certification, 1-5-407, 1-5-408, 7-4-2631 

Commission, 1-5-404, 1-5-405, 1-5-407, 1-5-408, 7-4-2631 

We the People of the Posterity already have this Right by both the Bible and that of Article IV, Sections 
2 & 4 of our National Constitution, without even addressing our Constitution of Montana. 
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1994 MCA — Special Session Edition (1) take the acknowledgment or proof of any power of attorney, 
mortgage, deed, grant, transfer, or other instrument executed by any person and give a certificate of such proof or 
acknowledgment, endorsed on or attached to the instrument; 

( 2 ) take depositions and affidavits and administer oaths and affirmations in all matters incident to 
the duties of his office or to be used before any court, judge, officer, or board in this state; 

(3) whenever requested and upon payment of his fees therefor, make and give a certified copy of any 
record in his office : 

(4) provide and keep an official seal, upon which must be engraved the name of the state of Montana and 
the words "Notarial Seal", with the surname of the notary and at least the initials of his given name; 

(5) authenticate with his official seal all official acts. Whenever the notary public signs his name 
officially as a notary public, he shall add to his signature the words "Notary Public for the State of Montana, residing 
at.... (stating the name of his post office)" and shall endorse upon the instrument the date of the expiration of his 
commission. 

History: En. Sec. 913, Pol. C. 1895; re-en. Sec. 320, Rev. C. 1907; amd. Sec. 3, Ch. 103, L. 1909; re-en. 
Sec. 388, R.C.M. 1921; Cal. Pol. C. Sec. 794; re-en. Sec. 388, R.C.M. 1935; R.C.M. 1947, 56-104; amd. Sec. 8, Ch. 
119, L. 1979; amd. Sec. 1, Ch. 225, L. 1981. 

Compiler's Comments 

1981 Amendment: Deleted former subsection (1) relating to the duty to demand acceptance and payment of 
bills of exchange. 

Cross-References 

Affidavits, 26-1-1003. 

Notice that (4) uses "state of Montana" [the de facto corporation], contrary to the 'de jure' "State of 
Montana", Texas v. White, supra. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 26-1-1003. Affidavits made in this state — before whom taken. An 
affidavit to be used before any court, judge, or officer of this state may be taken before any judge or clerk of any 
court or any justice of the peace, county clerk, or notary public in this state. 

Notice, "this state", is restricted to the de facto corporation , it does not apply to our 'de jure' "State". 
1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 3-1-404. Taking acknowledgments and affidavits. Each of the justices 
of the supreme court and judges of the district courts has power in any part of the state, and every justice of the 
peace within his county, to take and certify: 

(1) the proof and acknowledgment of a conveyance of real property or of any other written instrument; 

(2) the acknowledgment of satisfaction of a judgment of any court; 

(3) an affidavit or deposition to be used in this state 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 3-1-405. Certificate of authenticity of justice's court's certificate of 
acknowledgment. The certificate of proof or acknowledgment, if made before a justice of the peace, when 
used in any county other than that in which he resides, must be accompanied by a certificate, under the hand 
and seal of the clerk of the county in which the justice resides , setting forth that such justice, at the time of 
taking such proof or acknowledgment, was authorized to take the same and that the clerk is acquainted with 
his handwriting and believes that the signature to the original certificate is genuine. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 70-21-203. Acknowledgment of instruments required — exceptions. 
Before an instrument can be recorded, unless it belongs to the class provided for in either 70-21-205 or 70-21-207, 
its execution must be: 

(1) acknowledged by the person executing it or, if executed by a corporation, by its president, vice 
president, secretary or assistant secretary, or other person duly authorized by resolution by the corporation 
executing the instrument on behalf of the corporation; or 

(2) proved by: 

(a) a subscribing witness; or 

(b) as provided in 1-5-302 and 1-5-303; and 

(c) the acknowledgment or proof certified in the manner prescribed by Title 1, chapter 5. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 1-5-418. Fees of notaries. Fees of notaries public are as follows: 

(1) for drawing an affidavit, deposition , or other paper for which provision is not herein made, $3.50 
per page; 

(2) for taking an acknowledgment or proof of a deed or other instrument, to include the seal and the 
writing of the certificate, for the first signature, $1; 
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(3) for each additional signature, 50 cents; 

(4) for administering an oath or affirmation, $1; 

(5) for certifying an affidavit, with or without seal, including oath, $1. 

1994 MCA--Special Session Edition 26-1-1003. Affidavits made in this state — before whom taken. An 
affidavit to be used before any court, judge, or officer of this state may be taken before any judge or clerk of any 
court or any justice of the peace, county clerk, or notary public in this state. 

Note: "this state", means the de facto state of Montana and its de facto counties. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 26-1-1004. Affidavits made in another state — before whom taken. 
An affidavit taken in another state of the United States to be used in this state may be taken before a 
commissioner appointed by the governor of this state to take affidavits and depositions in such other state, 
before any notary public in another state, or before any judge or clerk of a court of record having a seal. 

Note: " governor "- notice how this statute [26-1-1004] does not use the secretary of state. 

Notice "another state of the United States" meaning another |de facto] compact party state, under the 
14— Amendment, and the fact that the MCA statute does not address the 'de jure' "State" and/or the other 'de 
jure' "States" of the United States of America . 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 25-4-504. Depositions of witnesses upon postponement. The party 
obtaining a postponement of a trial in any court of record must, if required by the adverse party, consent that the 
testimony of any witness of such adverse party who is in attendance be then taken by deposition before a judge or 
clerk of the court in which the case is pending or before such notary public as the court may indicate, which must 
accordingly be done, and the testimony so taken may be read on the trial with the same effect and subject to the same 
objections as if the witnesses were produced. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 1-5-603. Notarial acts. (1) In taking an acknowledgment, the notarial 
officer shall determine, either from personal knowledge or from satisfactory evidence, that the person appearing 
before the officer and making the acknowledgment is the person whose true signature is on the instrument. 

(2) In taking a verification upon oath or affirmation, the notarial officer shall determine, either from 
personal knowledge or from satisfactory evidence, that the person appearing before the officer and making the 
verification is the person whose true signature is on the statement verified. 

(3) In witnessing or attesting a signature, the notarial officer shall determine, either from personal 
knowledge or from satisfactory evidence, that the signature is that of the person appearing before the officer and 
named in the instrument. 

(4) In certifying or attesting a copy of a document or other item, the notarial officer shall determine that the 
proffered copy is a full, true, and accurate transcription or reproduction of that which was copied. 

(5) (a) In making or noting a protest of a negotiable instrument, the notarial officer shall identify the 
instrument and certify either: 

(i) that due presentment has been made; or 

(ii) the reason why it is excused and that the instrument has been dishonored by nonacceptance or 
nonpayment. 

(b) The protest may also certify that notice of dishonor has been given to all parties or to specified parties. 

(6) A notarial officer has satisfactory evidence that a person is the person whose true signature is on a 
document if that person is: 

(a) personally known to the notarial officer; 

(b) identified upon the oath or affirmation of a credible witness personally known to the notarial officer; or 

(c) identified on the basis of identification documents. 

If a second class citizen of the United States, being a notary public in this state, created powers and duties 
created by the legislature, then We the People of the Posterity possess such Rights, duties and powers as a 
matter of Right as secured by our Constitution of Montana, who are not a "person" as defined within the de 

facto corporations private by-laws, of its MCA statutes/codes. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 1-6-101. Officers who may administer oaths. Every court, judge, clerk 
of any court, justice, notary public, and officer or person authorized to take testimony in any action or proceeding 
or to decide upon evidence has power to administer oaths or affirmations. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 30-3-510. Evidence of dishonor . (1) The following are admissible as 
evidence and create a presumption of dishonor and of any notice of dishonor stated: 

(a) a document regular in form as provided in subsection (2) that purports to be a protest; 
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(b) the purported stamp or writing of the drawee, payor bank, or presenting bank on or accompanying the 
instrument stating that acceptance or payment has been refused unless reasons for the refusal are stated and the 
reasons are not consistent with dishonor; 

(c) a book or record of the drawee, payor bank, or collecting bank, kept in the usual course of business that 
shows dishonor, even if there is no evidence of who made the entry. 

(2) A protest is a certificate of dishonor made by a United States consul or vice consul gr a notary public 
or other person authorized to administer oaths hv the law of the nlace where dishonor occurs . It may be made 
upon information satisfactory to that person. The protest must identify the instrument and certify either that 
presentment has been made or, if not made, the reason w'hy it w<as not made and that the instrument has been 
dishonored by nonacceptance or nonpayment. The protest may also certify that notice of dishonor has been 
given to some or all parties. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 1-5-419. Transfer of records upon termination of office. It is the 
duty of every notary public on his resignation or removal from office or at the expiration of his term and, in 
case of his death, of his legal representative to forthwith deposit all the records kept by him in the office of the 
county clerk of the county in w'hich he w , as resident. On failure to do so, the person so offending is liable to 
damages to any person injured thereby. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 1-5-420. Pow'ers and duties of clerk with w'hom records deposited. 
It is the duty of each clerk aforesaid to receive and safely keep all such records and papers of the notary in 
the case above named and to give attested copies of them under his seal, for w'hich he may demand such fees 
as by law 1 may be allowed to the notaries, and such copies shall have the same effect as if certified by the 
notary. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 1-5-608. Foreign notarial acts. (1) A notarial act has the same effect 
under the law of this state as if performed by a notarial officer of this state if it is performed within the 
jurisdiction of and under authority of a foreign nation or its constituent units or a multinational or international 
organization by any of the following persons: 

(a) a notary public or notary; 

(b) a judge, clerk, or deputy clerk of a court of record; or 

(c) any other person authorized by the law of that jurisdiction to perform notarial acts . 

(2) An " apostille " in the form prescribed by the Hague Convention of October 5, 1961, conclusively 
establishes that the signature of the notarial officer is genuine and that the officer holds the indicated office. 

(3) A certificate by a foreign service or consular officer of the United States stationed in the nation under 
the jurisdiction of which the notarial act was performed or a certificate by a foreign service or consular officer of that 
nation stationed in the United States conclusively establishes any matter relating to the authenticity or validity of the 
notarial act set forth in the certificate. 

(4) An official stamp or seal of the person performing the notarial act is prima facie evidence that the 
signature is genuine and that the person holds the indicated title. 

(5) An official stamp or seal of an officer listed in subsection (l)(a) or (l)(b) is prima facie evidence that 
a person with the indicated title has authority to perform notarial acts . 

(6) If the title of office and indication of authority to perform notarial acts appears either in a digest of 
foreign law or in a list customarily used as a source for that information, the authority of an officer with that title to 
perform notarial acts is conclusively established. 

1994 MCA--Special Session Edition 1-5-609. Certificate of notarial acts. (1) A notarial act must be 
evidenced by a certificate signed and dated by a notarial officer. The certificate must include identification of 
the jurisdiction in w'hich the notarial act is performed and the title of the office of the notarial officer and 
must include the official seal of office. If the officer is a notary public, the certificate must also indicate the 
date of expiration, if any , of the commission of office, but omission of that information may subsequently be 
corrected. If the officer is a commissioned officer on active duty in the military service of the United States, it must 
also include the officer's rank. 

(2) A certificate of a notarial act is sufficient if it meets the requirements of subsection (1) and it: 

(a) is in the short form set forth in 1-5-610; 

(b) is in a form otherwise prescribed by the law of this state; 

(c) is in a form prescribed by the law's or regulations applicable in the place in w'hich the notarial act 
was performed; or 
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(d) sets forth the actions of the notarial officer and those are sufficient to meet the requirements of the 
designated notarial act. 

(3) By executing a certificate of a notarial act, the notarial officer certifies that the officer has made 
the determinations required by 1-5-603. 

1994 MCA -- Special Session Edition 1-5-603. Notarial acts. (1) In taking an acknowledgment, the notarial 
officer shall determine, either from personal knowledge or from satisfactory evidence, that the person appearing 
before the officer and making the acknowledgment is the person whose true signature is on the instrument. 

(2) In taking a verification upon oath or affirmation, the notarial officer shall determine, either from 
personal knowledge or from satisfactory evidence, that the person appearing before the officer and making the 
verification is the person whose true signature is on the statement verified. 

(3) In witnessing or attesting a signature, the notarial officer shall determine, either from personal 
knowledge or from satisfactory evidence, that the signature is that of the person appearing before the officer and 
named in the instrument. 

(4) In certifying or attesting a copy of a document or other item, the notarial officer shall determine that the 
proffered copy is a full, true, and accurate transcription or reproduction of that which was copied. 

(5) (a) In making or noting a protest of a negotiable instrument, the notarial officer shall identify the 
instrument and certify either: 

(i) that due presentment has been made; or 

(ii) the reason why it is excused and that the instrument has been dishonored by nonacceptance or 
nonpayment. 

(b) The protest may also certify that notice of dishonor has been given to all parties or to specified parties. 

(6) A notarial officer has satisfactory evidence that a person is the person whose true signature is on a 
document if that person is: 

(a) personally known to the notarial officer; 

(b) identified upon the oath or affirmation of a credible witness personally known to the notarial officer; or 

(c) identified on the basis of identification documents. 

1994 MCA -- Special Session Edition Authority of notary public who is stockholder, officer, or employee 
of corporation, 1-5-417. 

1-5-417. Authority of notaries who are stockholders, officers, or employees of corporations. It shall be 
lawful for any notary public who is a stockholder, director, officer, or employee of a bank or other corporation to 
take the acknowledgment of any party to any written instrument executed to or by such corporation, to administer an 
oath to any other stockholder, director, officer, employee, or agent of such corporation, or to protest for 
nonacceptance or nonpayment bills of exchange, drafts, checks, notes, and other negotiable instruments which may 
be owned or held for collection by such bank or other corporation; provided, it shall he unlawful for any notary 
public to take the acknowledgment of an instrument by or to a bank or other corporation of which he is a 
stockholder, director, officer, or employee where such notary is a party individually to such instrument or 
signs the instrument as a representative of such bank or other corporation or to protest any negotiable instrument 
owned or held for collection by such bank or other corporation where such notary is individually a party to such 
instrument. 

History: En. Sec. 1, Ch. 77, L. 1909; re-en. Sec. 390, R.C.M. 1921; re-en. Sec. 390, R.C.M. 1935; R.C.M. 
1947, 56-106; amd. Sec. 19, Ch. 192, L. 1993. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition Compiler's Comments 1993 

1993 Amendment: Chapter 192 near end, before "as a representative of such bank or other corporation", 
inserted "signs the instrument"; and made minor changes in style. 

Applicability: Section 23, Ch. 192, L. 1993, provided: "[This act] applies to notarial acts performed on or 
after [the effective date of this act]." Effective October 1, 1993. 

Collateral References 

Notaries key 4. 

66 C.J.S. Notaries sec. 6. 

Qualification of stockholder of a corporation or member of association to take acknowledgment of, or 
attest as notary an instrument to which corporation or association is a party. 51 ALR 1529. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 1-5-420. Powers and duties of clerk with whom records deposited. It is 
the duty of each clerk aforesaid to receive and safely keep all such records and papers of the notary in the case above 
named and to give attested copies of them under his seal, for which he may demand such fees as by law may be 
allowed to the notaries, and such copies shall have the same effect as if certified by the notary. 
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History: En. Sec. 916, Pol. C. 1895; re-en. Sec. 323, Rev. C. 1907; re-en. Sec. 393, R.C.M. 1921; Cal Pol. 
C. Sec. 797; re-en. Sec. 393, R.C.M. 1935; R.C.M. 1947, 56-109. 

Fees, 1-5-420, 7-4-2631 
notaries public, 1-5-408, 1-5-420, 7-4-2631 
records, deposit of and duties, 1-5-419, 1-5-420 
Records kept by, 1-5-416, 1-5-419, 1-5-420 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition Courts and judges may administer oaths, 1-6-101. Court may 
administer oaths, 1-6-101 . 

1-6-101. Officers who may administer oaths. Every court , judge, clerk of any court , justice , notary 
public, and officer or person authorized to take testimony in any action or proceeding or to decide upon 
evidence has power to administer oaths or affirmations. 

History: En. Sec. 360, p. 118, Bannack Stat.; re-en. Sec. 418, p. 219, L. 1867; re-en. Sec. 492, p. 135, Cod. 
Stat. 1871; amd. Sec. 671, p. 214, L. 1877; re-en. Sec. 671, 1st Div. Rev. Stat. 1879; re-en. Sec. 693, 1st Div. Comp. 
Stat. 1887; amd. Sec. 3430, C. Civ. Proc. 1895; re-en. Sec. 8049, Rev. C. 1907; re-en. Sec. 10693, R.C.M. 1921; 
Cal. C. Civ. Proc. Sec. 2093; re-en. Sec. 10693, R.C.M. 1935; R.C.M. 1947, 93-2401-1. 

Collateral References 
Oath key 2. 

67 C.J.S. Oaths and Affirmations sec. 4. 

Necessity in prosecution for perjury of proof of administering of oath. 132 ALR 1311. 

Officers who may administer oaths, 1-6-101. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 2-16-116. Power to administer oaths. Every executive, state, and 
judicial officer may administer and certify oaths. 

" Courts enforcing mere statutes do not act judicially , but ministerially , HAVING NO JUDICIAL 
IMMUNITY . . . " BOSWELL v. OTIS, 9 HOWARD 336-348. The de facto justices of the peace, judges and/or 
justices who enforce mere statutes are not "Judicial Officers" but merely ministerial officers of the de facto 
corporation state of Montana and its de facto counties. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 3-1-111. Powers respecting conduct of business. Every court has power 
to: 

(1) preserve and enforce order in its immediate presence; 

(2) enforce order in the proceedings before it or before a person or persons empowered to conduct a judicial 
investigation under its authority; 

(3) provide for the orderly conduct of proceedings before it or its officers; 

(4) compel obedience to its judgments, orders, and process and to the orders of a judge out of court in an 
action or proceeding pending therein; 

(5) control, in furtherance of justice, the conduct of its ministerial officers and of all other persons in any 
manner connected with a judicial proceeding before it in every other matter appertaining thereto; 

(6) compel the attendance of persons to testify in an action or proceeding pending therein in the cases and 
manner provided in this code; 

(7) administer oaths in an action or proceeding pending therein and in all other cases where it may be 
necessary in the exercise of its powers and duties; 

(8) amend and control its process and orders so as to make them conformable to law and justice. 

1994 MCA -- Special Session Edition 3-1-204. Clerk of court to keep seal. The clerk of the court must keep 
the seal thereof. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 3-6-301. Clerk of the court — administrative expenses. The position of 
municipal court clerk of the court muM be established by ordinance. The governing body of the city shall set the 
salary of the clerk and provide for other necessary expenses that may be incurred in operating the court. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 3-6-302. Records. The records of the court shall be kept by the clerk. 
Such records in civil causes shall conform as nearly as possible to the records of district courts. In criminal causes, 
in cases arising under city ordinances, and in cases mentioned in 3-11-103, the records shall be similar to the records 
now kept in justices' courts. 

1994 MCA -- Special Session Edition 3-11-103. Exclusive jurisdiction. Except as provided in 3-11-104, the 
city court has exclusive jurisdiction of: 

(1) proceedings for the violation of an ordinance of the city or town, both civil and criminal; 
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(2) when the amount of the taxes or assessments sought does not exceed $5,000, actions for the collection 
of taxes or assessments levied for any of the following purposes, except that no lien on the property taxed or assessed 
for the nonpayment of the taxes or assessments may be foreclosed in any such action: 

(a) city or town purposes; 

(b) the erection or improvement of public buildings; 

(c) the laying out, opening, or improving of a public street, sidewalk, alley, or bridge; 

(d) the acquisition or improvement of any public grounds; and 

(e) public improvements made or ordered by the city or town within its limits; 

(3) actions for the collection of money due to the city or town or from the city or town to any person when 
the amount sought, exclusive of interest and costs, does not exceed $5,000; 

(4) when the amount claimed, exclusive of costs, does not exceed $5,000, actions for: 

(a) the breach of an official bond given by a city or town officer; 

(b) the breach of any contract when the city or town is a party or is in any way interested; 

(c) damages when the city or town is a party or is in any way interested; 

(d) the enforcement of forfeited recognizances given to, for the benefit of, or on behalf of the city or town; 
and 

(e) collection on bonds given upon an appeal taken from the judgment of the court in any action mentioned 
in subsections (4)(a) through (4)(d); 

(5) actions for the recovery of personal property belonging to the city or town when the value of the 
property, exclusive of the damages for the taking or detention, does not exceed $5,000; and 

(6) actions for the collection of a license fee required by an ordinance of the city or town. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 25-30-103. Summons — time for answer. The summons in municipal 
court shall be signed by the clerk and shall conform to the provisions of M.R.Civ.P., Rules 4 and 12(a), except 
that the time for answering is 10 days. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition (8) Acknowledged Documents. This paragraph is identical to Federal 
and Uniform Rules (1974) Rule 902(8). This simply establishes that an acknowledged document is self¬ 
authenticating , in accord with existing Montana law. Section 93-1101-19, R.C.M. 1947 [superseded], provides that 
all private writings, except last wills and testaments, which are acknowledged in the manner provided for 
acknowledgment of proof of conveyances of real property are prima facie evidence of the execution of the writing. 
The section providing for acknowledgments of real property is 93-1101-21, R.C.M. 1947 [superseded], which 
provides that those instruments when acknowledged may be read into evidence without further proof. It should 
be noted that Angell v. Lewistown State Bank, 72 Mont. 345, 353, 232 P 90 (1925), held that sections relating 
to proof of private writings, 93-1101-12, R.C.M. 1947 [superseded], and the previously cited sections, did not 
dispense with the requirement the attesting witness testify as to the execution of the document. However, the 
interpretation of those sections was dependent upon the existence of what was then Section 10589, R.C.M. 1921, 
which was subsequently repealed in order to overturn the decision. Finally, as to last wills and testaments, note that 
Section 91A-2-504, R.C.M. 1947 [72-2-304], provides for a self-proved will, and that the testator and subscribing 
witnesses execute the will before a notary public so that the will may be admitted to probate under Section 91A-3- 
406, R.C.M. 1947 [72-3-309], without proof of proper execution. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition Rule 902. Self-authentication. 

Extrinsic evidence of authenticity as a condition precedent to admissibility is not required with 
respect to the following: 

(1) Domestic public documents under seal. A document bearing a seal purporting to be that of the 
United States, or of any state, district, commonwealth, territory, or insular possession thereof, or of a political 
subdivision, department, officer, or agency thereof, and a signature purporting to be an attestation or 
execution. 

(2) Domestic public documents not under seal. Except as otherwise provided by statute, a document 
purporting to bear the signature in the official capacity of an officer or employee of any entity included in paragraph 
(1) hereof, having no seal, if a public officer having a seal and having official duties in the district or political 
subdivision of the officer or employee certifies under seal that the signer has the official capacity and that the 
signature is genuine. 

(3) Forewn public documents . A document purporting to be executed or attested in an official 
capacity by a person authorized by the laws of a foreign country to make the execution or attestation, and 
accompanied by a final certification as to the genuineness of the signature and official position (A) of the executing 
or attesting person, or (B) of any foreign official whose certificate of genuineness of signature and official position 
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relates to the execution of attestation or is in a chain of certificates of genuineness of signature and official position 
relating to the execution or attestation. A final certification may be made by a secretary of embassy or legation, 
consul general, consul, vice consul, or consular agent of the United States, or a diplomatic or consular official of the 
foreign country assigned or accredited to the United States. If a reasonable opportunity has been given to all parties 
to investigate the authenticity and accuracy of official documents, the court may, for good cause shown, order that 
they be treated as presumptively authentic without final certification or permit them to be evidenced by an attested 
summary with or without final certification. 

(4) Certified copies of public records. A copy of an official record or report or entry therein, or of a 
document authorized by law to be recorded or filed and actually recorded or filed in a public office, including data 
compilations in any form, certified as correct by the custodian or other person authorized to make the certification, 
by certificate complying with paragraph (1), (2), or (3) or complying with any law of the United States or of this 
state. 

(5) Official publications. Books, pamphlets, or other publications purporting to be issued by public 
authority. 

(6) Newspapers and periodicals. Printed materials purporting to be newspapers or periodicals. 

(7) Trade inscriptions and the like. Inscriptions, signs, tags, or labels purporting to have been affixed in the 
course of business and indicating ownership, control, or origin. 

( 8 ) Acknowledged documents. Documents accompanied by a certificate of acknowledgement executed 
in the manner provided by law by a notary public or other officer authorized by law to take 
acknowledgements. 

(9) Commercial paper and related documents. Commercial paper, signatures thereon, and documents 
relating thereto to the extent provided by general commercial law. 

(10) Presumptions created by law. Any signature, document, or other matter declared by any law of the 
United States or of this state to be presumptively or prima facie genuine or authentic. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition Subpoena Issued Prior to Notice Void: A notary public is without 
authority to issue a subpoena to a witness, in an action pending for the purpose of taking his deposition, until the 
notice and a copy of the affidavit prescribed by the statute have been served upon the adverse party by the party 
desiring the deposition. Hence, a subpoena issued prior thereto is void and disobedience thereof does not constitute 
contempt. Hiber v. Morrill, 105 M 323, 72 P2d 685 (1937); State ex rel. Mangam v. District Court, 91 M 240, 6 P2d 
873 (1932). 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition Affidavits of Nonresidents Used to Prove Death: In application for 
letters of administration where there is no contest, affidavits of nonresident witnesses taken before a notary public 
may be used to prove death, although no commission was issued and no notice given that the testimony of such 
witnesses would be taken. The District Judge, if he is not satisfied with the proof thus offered, has the power to order 
further testimony. In re Liter's Estate, 19 M 474, 48 P 753 (1897). 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 26-1-1004. Affidavits made in another state — before whom taken. An 
affidavit taken in another state of the United States to be used in this state may be taken before a commissioner 
appointed by the governor of this state to take affidavits and depositions in such other state, before any notary public 
in another state, or before any judge or clerk of a court of record having a seal. 

Deposition Subpoena: Query, whether the District Court, under this section, may lawfully find a 
person in contempt for refusing to obey an order of a notary public when cited to appear before such officer 
and give his deposition for use in a cause pending in the District Court. State ex rel. Heinze v. District Court, 
32 M 394, 80 P 673 (1905). 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition Void Subpoena: A subpoena duces tecum issued by a notary public for 
the purpose of taking a deposition was void because issued before the required affidavit and notice were served upon 
the adverse party, and there could be no disobedience thereof upon which to base an action for the penalty prescribed 
by this section. Hiber v. Morrill, 105 M 323, 72 P2d 685 (1937). 

Admissibility, in action against notary public, of evidence as usual business practice of notary public of 
identifying person seeking certificate of acknowledgement. 59 ALR 3d 1327. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 45-7-202. False swearing. (1) A person commits the offense of false 
swearing if he knowingly makes a false statement under oath or equivalent affirmation or swears or affirms the truth 
of such a statement previously made when he does not believe the statement to be true and: 

(a) the falsification occurs in an official proceeding; 

(b) the falsification is purposely made to mislead a public servant in performing his official function; or 
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(c) the statement is one which is required by law to be sworn or affirmed before a notary or other 
person authorized to administer oaths. 

(2) Subsections (4) to (7) of 45-7-201 apply to this section. 

(3) A person convicted of false swearing shall be fined not to exceed $500 or be imprisoned in the county 
jail for any term not to exceed 6 months, or both. 

Notice the word "person", which only applies to corporations and its officers, agents, servants and 
employees. It does not apply to We the People of the Posterity in Montana state, United States of America. 

This section makes it a misdemeanor to swear falsely in cases not amounting to perjury under section 94-7- 
202 [now MCA 45-7-201]. Thus, if the false statement is made in an official proceeding, but is not material, it falls 
within subdivision (a) of subsection (1). If it is material, but is not made in an official proceeding involving a 
hearing, subdivision (b) applies. Subdivision (c) applies where an affidavit is sworn to before a notary public, but is 
restricted to affidavits required by law. The possibility of abuse where there is criminal liability for falsification in 
private affidavits has occurred where such law exists. For example, small loan companies have been known to obtain 
oaths from debtors and threaten criminal charges to collect on their loans. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition 45-7-201. Perjury. (1) A person commits the offense of perjury if in 
any official proceeding he knowingly makes a false statement under oath or equivalent affirmation or swears or 
affirms the truth of a statement previously made, when the statement is material. 

(2) A person convicted of perjury shall be punished by imprisonment in the state prison for any term not to 
exceed 10 years or shall be punished by a fine of not more than $50,000, or by both such fine and imprisonment. 

(3) Falsification is material, regardless of the admissibility of the statement under rules of evidence, if it 
could have affected the course or outcome of the proceeding. It is no defense that the declarant mistakenly believed 
the falsification to be immaterial. Whether a falsification is material in a given factual situation is a question of law. 

(4) It is not a defense to prosecution under this section that the oath or affirmation was administered or 
taken in an irregular manner or that the declarant was not competent to make the statement. A document purporting 
to be made upon oath or affirmation at any time when the offender presents it as being so verified shall be deemed to 
have been duly sworn or affirmed. 

(5) No person shall be guilty of an offense under this section if he retracted the falsification in the course of 
the proceeding in which it was made before it became manifest that the falsification was or would be exposed and 
before the falsification substantially affected the proceeding. 

(6) Where the defendant made inconsistent statements under oath or equivalent affirmation, both having 
been made within the period of the statute of limitations, the prosecution may proceed by setting forth the 
inconsistent statements in a single count alleging in the alternative that one or the other was false and not believed by 
the defendant. In such case it shall not be necessary for the prosecution to prove which statement was false but only 
that one or the other was false and not believed by the defendant to be true. 

(7) No person shall be convicted of an offense under this section where proof of falsity rests solely 
upon the testimony of a single person other than the defendant. 

1994 MCA — Special Session Edition Venue of Prosecution: Where defendant swore to a false statement 
before a notary public in one county in a document to be filed in another county, the offense was complete when the 
document was placed in the mail or was handed to some other person with instructions to deliver it to be filed and 
the District Court of the latter county did not have jurisdiction in the absence of evidence that defendant personally 
delivered the document. St. v. Rother, 130 M 357, 303 P2d 393 (1956). 

"And you, Son of Adam,— I have appointed you as a watchman for the House of Israel: —therefore 
listen to the command from my mouth, and warn them by it. If I say to the wicked that he shall die for his 
wickedness, and you do not speak to warn the sinner from his wicked way, he will die by his sin, — but I will 
seek his blood on your hand. But when you warn the wicked to turn from his way, --and he does not turn 
from his course, — he will die for his sin, — but you will have delivered your soul." Ezekiel 33:7-9. Holy 
Scriptures 

" We Must obey God rather then men. " Acts 5:29. Holy Scriptures 

This Common Law Affidavit, " Memorandum and Judicial Notice in Law; Notary Public-Self 
Appointment " in support of Special Self Appointment as a "de jure" "Notary Public", of necessity, in Law , is 
true, correct and certain, being made in "good faith", and pursuant to MCA, Rules of Evidence, Rule "202 
(b) (1) and (11) { notice the notary public seal. ", .. and of notary public. " 1. (d) "When mandatory", (1) of the 
common Law"; {see your own by-laws/statutes, MCA, Title 26, chapter 1, part 10; 26-1-1005, "... having a 
seal in such foreign country ."; and "Again, you have heard it was decreed to the ancients, that you shall not 
perjure yourselves, but give up your vow to the Lord. But I tell you in short, Do not vow at all: not by heaven, 
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for that is the throne of God; nor by the earth, because that is His footstool; nor by Jerusalem, for that is the 
city of the great King. Neither vow by your head, because you are not able to make a single hair white or 
black, But let your language be "Yes, yes; No, no; for whatever exceeds these proceeds from evil. "Matthew 
5:33-37, Holy Scriptures, Ferrar Fenton. Title 28, U.S.C., § 1746 (1), {" without the United States"} " Non 
Negotiable ." 

teste meipso this26th day of February, in the year of our Almighty Yahweh, through our Redeemer, 
" Yahshua" /" Emmanuel", 1995, A.D.. 

"without prejudice", with explicit reservation of all unalienable Rights, waiving none never, "without recourse" 

Rule 902 (8). Self-authentication: 

Attested: 

Court Seal: 


Loran D. Herbert, " per curiam " 

Prothonotary of Necessity, Coram Ipso Rege 
Common Law Court in and for Ravalli county 
in care of 1008 Hwy 93 

Victor, Montana state, United States of America 
{" without the United States"} 

United States of America ) 

Montana state ) ss. 

Musselshell county de jure ) 

On this 26th day of February, in the year of 1995, A.D., before me, Rodney O. Skurdal , a de jure Notary Public for 
the Montana state, U.S. of A., personally appeared Loran D. Herbert, known to me to be the freeman character whose name is 
subscribed to the foregoing Common Law affidavit, and acknowledged to me that he executed the same. 

Seal: 

Fees: _ 

Protest _ Private Bonded "Notary Public for Montana state, U.S. of A. 

Notice _ Postal Location Roundup . Montana state, U.S. of A. 

Postage _ My Commission expires on Life . 

Record _ 

Oaths LOO _. 

Total _ 1.00 

" 002 ” 

Common Law Oath of Office of Notary Public, 

Common Law Venue, Original and Exclusive Jurisdiction 

United States of America ) 

Montana state de jure ) ss. Common Law Oath of Office of Notary Public, Common Law Venue, 

Ravalli county dejure ) Original and Exclusive Jurisdiction 

I, Loran D. Herbert , do hereby attest and affirm that I will obey the Word of 
my Almighty God, Acts 5:29 Holy Scriptures , and only those laws of men that are pursuant to 
the Word of Almighty God, and I will support, defend and uphold our certified true and correct 
handwritten Constitution of Montana, [1889], the enabling act, our organic law, the Constitution 
of the United States of America and Magna Charta, by the judicial power and judicial authority 
vested in me, against all enemies, foreign and domestic, as a "de jure Notary Public Officer in 
and for Ravalli county, Montana state, United States of America, {" without the United 
States"}. 


"And you, Son of Adam,— I have appointed you as a watchman for the House of 
Israel: —therefore listen to the command from my mouth, and warn them by it. If I say to 
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the wicked that he shall die for his wickedness, and you do not speak to warn the sinner 
from his wicked way, he will die by his sin, — but I will seek his blood on your hand. But 
when you warn the wicked to turn from his way, —and he does not turn from his course, -- 
- he will die for his sin, — but you will have delivered your soul." Ezekiel 33:7-9. Holy 
Scriptures 

" We Must obey God rather then men. " Acts 5:29. Holy Scriptures 

This "Common Law Oath of Office of Notary Public, Common Law Venue, Original and 
Exclusive Jurisdiction", is true, correct and certain, being made in "good faith", and 
pursuant to MCA, Rules of Evidence, Rule "202 (b) (1) and (11) { notice the notary public 
seal. ", . . and of notary public ."L (d) "When mandatory", (1) of the common Law"; {see 
your own by-laws/statutes, MCA, Title 26, chapter 1, part 10; 26-1-1005, "... having a seal 
in such foreign country."}; and "Again, you have heard it was decreed to the ancients, that 
you shall not perjure yourselves, but give up your vow to the Lord. But I tell you in short, 
Do not vow at all: not by heaven, for that is the throne of God; nor by the earth, because 
that is His footstool; nor by Jerusalem, for that is the city of the great King. Neither vow by 
your head, because you are not able to make a single hair white or black, But let your 
language be "Yes, yes; No, no,; for whatever exceeds these proceeds from evil. "Matthew 
5:33-37, Holy Scriptures, Ferrar Fenton. Title 28, U.S.C., § 1746 (1), (" without the United 
States"} 

teste meipso this 26th day of February, in the year of our Almighty Yahweh, through our 

Redeemer, "Yahshua'V'Emmanuel", 1995, A.D.. 


Private Seal: 
Attested: 


"without prejudice", with explicit reservation of all unalienable Rights, waiving none ever, "without recourse" 


Loran D. Herbert, " per curiam ". Coram Ipso Rege 
in care of 1008 Hwy 93 

Victor, Montana state, United States of America 
(" without the United States"} 

United States of America ) 

Montana state ) ss. 

Musselshell county de jure ) 

On this 26th day of February , in the year of 1995, A.D., before me, Rodney O. Skurdal, a de 
jure Notary Public for Montana state, U.S. of A., personally appeared Loran D. Herbert, known to me to 
be the freeman character whose name is subscribed to the foregoing 'Oath of Notary Public 1 , and 
acknowledged to me that he executed the same. 

Seal: 

Fees: _ 

Protest _ Private Bonded "Notary Public for Montana state, U.S. of A. 

Notice _ Postal Location Roundup , Montana, U.S. of A. 

Postage_ My Commission expires on Life . 

Record _ 

Oaths _ 

Total 


" 003 " 

Special Self Appointment 
as a "de jure" "Notary Public" 
in and for Ravalli county, Montana state, U.S. of A., 
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{" without the United States"} 
of necessity in Law (our Common Law) 

United States of America ) 

Montana state de jure ) ss. Common Law Affidavit of Special Appointment as a 

Ravalli county de jure ) "de jure" Notary Public, of necessity, in Law (our Common Law) 


I, the Honorable Justice Loran D. Herbert, "per curiam" {Coram Ipso Rege}, duly expatriated from 
" within the United States" i.e., the District of Columbia and its possessions, its territories and its compact party {de 
facto} states, do hereby present this "Common Law Affidavit of Special Appointment as a "de jure" Notary 
Public, of necessity, in Law (our Common Law)", by this Court, Loran D. Herbert, " ner curiam ", as follows, 
to wit: 


I, Loran D. Herbert, "per curiam" {Coram Ipso Rege}, of necessity in Law (our Common Law), write 
this Common Law Affidavit for the Special self-appointment as a "de jure" "Notary Public" in and for our de jure 
Ravalli county, Montana state, U.S. of A., due to the fact that there are no other "Freemen characters" in said county 
as a [de jure] Notary Public in our de jure State. 

All purported notary publics [presumed/presumption rule] now in office in the County of Ravalli, state of 
Montana, [i.e., " this state "!, are in fact 'foreign aliens', i.e., 'citizens of the United States', 14— Amendment citizens 
residing in state of Montana, via their social security card/number and/or corporate officers, agents, servants and/or 
employees of the non registered de facto private corporation state of Montana. This sovereign Freeman 
character,Loran D. Herbert, does not inhabit "this state" nor the non registered private corporation de facto "United 
States". 


MCA codes and statutes not withstanding, this special self appointment as a de jure Notary Public, of 
necessity in Law is secured by "The Word of Almighty God, the Bible", Acts 5:29, and by our Constitution of 
Montana, 1889, at Article III, sections 1, 2, 4, 29 and 30 and at Article V, section 26. 

Bonded for the sum certain One Million (1,000,000.00) Dollars of Money, Lawful Money of the United 
States of America, gold and silver [Minted] Coin and/or other perfected securities. 

"And you, Son of Adam,— I have appointed you as a watchman for the House of Israel: —therefore 
listen to the command from my mouth, and warn them by it. If I say to the wicked that he shall die for his 
wickedness, and you do not speak to warn the sinner from his wicked way, he will die by his sin, — but I will 
seek his blood on your hand. But when you warn the wicked to turn from his way, —and he does not turn 
from his course, — he will die for his sin, — but you will have delivered your soul." Ezekiel 33:7-9. Holy 
Scriptures 

" We Must obey God rather then men. " Acts 5:29. Holy Scriptures 

This Common Law Affidavit of Special Self Appointment as a "de jure" "Notary Public", of 
necessity, in Law , is true, correct and certain, being made in "good faith", and pursuant to MCA, Rules of 
Evidence, Rule "202 (b) (1) and till (notice the notary public seal. ". . . and of notary public."! , (d) "When 
mandatory", (1) of the common Law"; {see your own by-laws/statutes, MCA, Title 26, chapter 1, part 10; 26- 
1-1005, "... having a seal in such foreign country."; and "Again, you have heard it was decreed to the 
ancients, that you shall not perjure yourselves, but give up your vow to the Lord. But I tell you in short, Do 
not vow at all: not by heaven, for that is the throne of God; nor by the earth, because that is His footstool; nor 
by Jerusalem, for that is the city of the great King. Neither vow by your head, because you are not able to 
make a single hair white or black, But let your language be "Yes, yes; No, no; for whatever exceeds these 
proceeds from evil. "Matthew 5:33-37, Holy Scriptures, Ferrar Fenton. Title 28, U.S.C., § 1746 (1), {" without 
the United States"} " Non Negotiable ." 

teste meipso this26th day of February, in the year of our Almighty Yahweh, through our Redeemer, 
" Yahshua"/" Emmanuel", 1995, A.D.. 

"without prejudice", with explicit reservation of all unalienable Rights, waiving none, "without recourse" 

Attested:per curiam: _ 

Loran D. Herbert, 'Coram Ipso Rege' 

in care of 1008 Hwy 93, Ravalli county 
Victor, Montana state, United States of America 
{"without the United States"} 

Common Law witness: 


Common Law witness: 


sui juris, in personam 
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sui juris, in personam 


Common Law witness: _ 

sui juris, in personam 

United States of America ) 

Montana state ) ss. 

Musselshell county de jure ) 

On this 26th day of February, in the year of 1995, A.D., before me, Rodney O. Skurdal , a de jure Notary Public for 
Montana state, U.S. of A., personally appeared Loran D. Herbert, known to me to be the freeman character whose name is 
subscribed to the foregoing Common Law affidavit, and acknowledged to me that he executed the same. 

Seal: 

Fees: _ 

Protest _ Private Bonded "Notary Public for Montana state, U.S. of A. 

Notice _ Postal Location Roundup , Montana state, U.S. of A. 

Postage _ My Commission expires on Life . 

Record _ 

Oaths _ 

Total 


" 004 ” 

Ravallicounty court 
Common Law Venue 
C/0 1008 Hwy 93 
Victor, Montana, U.S. of A. 

{'" without’ the United States"—Non-negotiable} 

Special Appearance; Common Law Venue, Original & Exclusive Jurisdiction 
"state of the forum", "our Common Law" 

United States of America ) 

Montana state de jure ) ss. Praecipe in Capite, "Coram Ipso Rege" 

Ravalli county de jure ) 

per curiam: _ 

Loran D. Herbert, 'Coram Ipso Rege' 

TO: the secretary of state, c/o state Capitol, Helena, Montana, U.S. of A. 

You, Mike Cooney, secretary of state, are hereby commanded by this Praecipe in Capite, Coram Ipso Rege, 
to forthwith file and record the following documents as duly presented and listed on the Common Law Affidavit of 
Mailing, "per curiam", without delay or show cause in Law as to why you will not, within (72) seventy-two hours of 
this presentment. {Note: the secretary of state for the de facto non registered private corporation state of Montana, 
will be presented the original CMO, private Bond for safe keeping, to be placed into a private escrow account for 
this Sovereign for safe keeping.} 

Your failure to obey this Praecipe in Capite, "Coram Ipso Rege", or your failure to show cause as to why 
you will not file and record these documents in Law, will constitute the damages of the sum certain of One Million 
(1,000,000.00) Dollars of Money, Lawful Money of the United States, gold and silver [Minted] Coin, de facto 
fraternal organization State Bar of Montana notwithstanding. 

" We Must ohev Cnrl rather then men. " Acts 5:29. Holy Scriptures 

This Praecipe in Capite, "Coram Ipso Rege" of necessity, in Law , is true, correct and certain, being 
made in "good faith", and pursuant to MCA, Rules of Evidence, Rule "202 (b) (1) and (11) { notice the notary 
public seal. ", .. and of notary public ."L (d) "When mandatory", (1) of the common Law"; {see your own by¬ 
laws/statutes, MCA, Title 26, chapter 1, part 10; 26-1-1005, "... having a seal in such foreign country ." with 
Rule 902 (3) (8), Self-authentication; and "Again, you have heard it was decreed to the ancients, that you 
shall not perjure yourselves, but give up your vow to the Lord. But I tell you in short, Do not vow at all: not 
by heaven, for that is the throne of God; nor by the earth, because that is His footstool; nor by Jerusalem, for 
that is the city of the great King. Neither vow by your head, because you are not able to make a single hair 
white or black, But let your language be "Yes, yes; No, no; for whatever exceeds these proceeds from evil. 
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"Matthew 5:33-37, Holy Scriptures, Ferrar Fenton. Title 28, U.S.C., § 1746 (1), {" without the United States"} 
" Non Negotiable ." 

Commanded this 26th day of Febrary, in the year of our Almighty Yahweh, through our Redeemer, 
" Yahshua'7" Emmanuel", 1995, A.D.. 

teste meipso this 26th day of February, in the year of our Almighty Yahweh, through our Redeemer, 
" Yahshua'7" Emmanuel”, 1995, A.D.. 

"without prejudice", with explicit reservation of all unalienable Rights, waiving none ever, "without recourse" 

Attested: 

Court Seal: 


Loran D. Herbert, " ner curiam ". Coram Ipso Rege 
in care of 1008 Hwy 93 

Victor, Montana state, United States of America 
{" without the United States"} 


Rule 902 (8), Self-authentication. 

United States of America ) 

Montana state de jure ) ss. 

Musselshell county de jure ) 

On this 26th day of February, in the year of 1995, A.D., before me, Rodney O. Skurdal, a de jure Notary Public in and 
for [our de jure] Musselshell county, for our de jure Montana state, United States of America, personally appeared Loran D. 
Herbert, known to me to be the sovereign Freeman character whose name is subscribed to the foregoing Praecipe in Capite, 
"Coram Ipso Rege" and acknowledged to me that he executed the same. 

Seal: 

Fees: _ 

Protest _ Private Bonded "Notary Public for Montana state, U.S. of A. 

Notice _ Postal Location Roundup, Montana, U.S. of A. 

Postage _ My Commission expires on Life . 

Record _ 

Oaths _ 

Total 


" 005 " 

Ravalli county-court 
Common Law Venue 
C/0 1008 Hwy 93 
Victor, Montana, U.S. of A. 

{'" without’ the United States"—Non-negotiable} 

Special Appearance; Common Law Venue, Original & Exclusive Jurisdiction 
"state of the forum", "our Common Law" 

United States of America ) 

Montana state de jure ) ss. Praecipe in Capite, "Coram Ipso Rege" 

Ravalli county de jure ) 

per curiam: _ 

Loran D. Herbert 

TO: RAVALLI county commissioners, c/o Ravalli county clerk & recorder, Ravalli county-court, Hamilton, Montana, 
U.S. of A. 

You are hereby commanded by this Praecipe in Capite, Coram Ipso Rege, to forthwith file and record the 
following documents as duly presented and listed on the Common Law Affidavit of Mailing, "per curiam", without 
delay or show cause in Law as to why you will not, within (72) seventy-two hours of this presentment. {Note: the 
secretary of state for the de facto non registered private corporation state of Montana, will be presented the original 
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CMO, private Bond for safe keeping, a true and correct copy will be presented to the Ravalli county 
commissioners.} 

Your failure to obey this Praecipe in Capite, "Coram Ipso Rege", or your failure to show cause as to why 
you will not file and record these documents in Law, will constitute the damages of the sum certain of One Million 
(1,000,000.00) Dollars of Money, Lawful Money of the United States, gold and silver [Minted] Coin, de facto 
fraternal organization State Bar of Montana notwithstanding. 

" We Must obey God rather then men. " Acts 5:29. Holy Scriptures 

This Praecipe in Capite, "Coram Ipso Rege" of necessity, in Law , is true, correct and certain, being 
made in "good faith", and pursuant to MCA, Rules of Evidence, Rule "202 (b) (1) and (11) ( notice the notary 
public seal. ". .. and of notary r)uhlic ."L (d) "When mandatory", (1) of the common Law"; {see your own by¬ 
laws/statutes, MCA, Title 26, chapter 1, part 10; 26-1-1005, " , . . having a seal in such foreign country ."} 
with Rule 902 (3) (8), Self-authentication; and "Again, you have heard it was decreed to the ancients, that you 
shall not perjure yourselves, but give up your vow to the Lord. But I tell you in short, Do not vow at all: not 
by heaven, for that is the throne of God; nor by the earth, because that is His footstool; nor by Jerusalem, for 
that is the city of the great King. Neither vow by your head, because you are not able to make a single hair 
white or black, But let your language be "Yes, yes; No, no; for whatever exceeds these proceeds from evil. 
"Matthew 5:33-37, Holy Scriptures, Ferrar Fenton. Title 28. U.S.C.. § 1746 (1). (" without the United States"} 
" Non Negotiable ." 

Commanded this 26th day of February, in the year of our Almighty Yahweh, through our Redeemer, 
" Yahshua"/"Emmanuel", 1995, A.D.. 

teste meipso this 26th day of February, in the year of our Almighty Yahweh, through our Redeemer, 
"Yahshua"/" Emmanuel", 1995, A.D.. 

"without prejudice", with explicit reservation of all unalienable Rights, waiving none ever, "without recourse" 

Rule 902 (8), Self-authentication. 

Attested: 

Court Seal: 

per curiam: _ 

Loran D. Herbert, " per curiam ". Coram Ipso Rege 
in care of 1008 Hwy 93 

Victor, Montana state, united States of America 
(" without the United States"} 


united States of America ) 

Montana state de jure ) ss. 

Musselshell county de jure ) 

On this_day of_, in the year of 199_, A.D., before me, Rodney O. Skurdal, a de jure 

Notary Public in and for [our de jure] Musselshell county, for our de jure Montana state, united States of America, personally 
appeared Loran D. Herbert, known to me to be the sovereign Freeman character whose name is subscribed to the foregoing 
Praecipe in Capite, "Coram Ipso Rege" and acknowledged to me that he executed the same. 

Seal: 

Fees: _ 

Protest _ Private Bonded "Notary Public for Montana state, u.S. of A. 

Notice _ Postal Location Roundup . Montana, u.S. of A. 

Postage _ My Commission expires on Life . 

Record _ 

Oaths _ 

Total 
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court of common law-Supreme Court 


United States of America ) 

Montana state { organic } ) ss. before our Justices' 

Garfield county ) 

Justus Township ) Affidavit of Mailing Service 

Notice and Demand 

To: office of Comptroller of the Currency, District of Columbia 

Greetings: 

Pursuant to our national constitution under the full faith and credit clause of the United 
States, in our country of Montana, we, the People in Justus Township, demand an immediate audit upon 
Norwest Bank Anaconda-Butte, specifically in relation to special collections account number 
8520799406, which had a certified deposit nearly two years past of Seventy Seven Million dollars of 
current credit money. 

Norwest Bank Anaconda-Butte has failed to honor extension of credit drawn as against this special 
private collections account, causing slander of credit against the holder of said credit, LeRoy M. 
Schweitzer. 

Your contact with LeRoy M. Schweitzer in Justus Township, at your earliest possible convenience would 
be immensely appreciated in the interests of substantial justice in our country of Montana in these several 
States in this Union in America. 

Respectfully presented, 

per curiam: _ 

LeRoy M. Schweitzer, private party, in personam, in re 


Daniel E. Petersen, sui generis, in personam, in common law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction 
in care of mailing location; P.O. Box 16, Brusett, Montana state, United States of America 
special appointed United States magistrate sitting in term time: 

Notary Public seal in our country of Montana in Garfield county, in Justus Township in these United States of America 

I, Ebert W. Stanton, hereby attest and acknowledge this lawful mailing affidavit was signed by LeRoy M. 

Schweitzer and Daniel E. Petersen, before me in Justus Township on this_day of September, in the 

year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D., and duly mailed to our office of 
the Comptroller of the Currency in the District of Columbia, with true, correct and certain copy mailed to 
our office of Supreme Court Justices' in Garfield county in care of the county commissioners prima facie 
holding public office in said county, for public record under public law. 

_: Notary Public Seal. 

_My commission expires. 

Fees:_ 

Oath:_ 

Postage:_ 

Mileage:_ 



Supreme Court 
in Garfield county 


To; “The Other Side” 

ex parte presentment; 

Forgotten concepts: 

Know all freemen by these presents; 

1. County commissioners are Supreme Court Justices' in the original jurisdiction in counties organized for 
judicial puiposes; 

2. The clerk of the county, now known as the clerk and recorder, is the clerk of the Supreme Court in the 
counties organized for judicial purposes; 

3. Justices' of the Peace are conservators of the peace in our State, by virtue of the office; 

4. Justices of the Peace are appointive public officers by the People, without scheduled elections; 

5. County commissioners holding office cannot appoint Justices' of the Peace; 

6. Justices' of the Peace can hold more than one public office; 

7. Justices' of the Peace cannot be removed by public officers; 

8. The office of county attorney can be filled by anyone of good moral character, and is not mandated to be 
a so-called licensed attorney; 

9. An attorney in fact is a prosecutor for the Court, as assistance of counsel; 

10. An attorney in fact does not need to be a so-called licensed attorney; 

11. Supreme Court Justices' are always appointed in our original jurisdiction; 

12. There must be at least four terms of our Supreme Court in each county in each year; 

13. Our Supreme Court Justices' are not the appellate supreme court justices in Helena; 

14. A presiding judge in our county court is not a District Court judge; 

15. Venue means choice of Justices', by choice of the suitors; 

16. Candidate means white; 

17. Write in candidates are self-appointed commissions; 

18. Notary Public officers are both public and private; 

19. Notary Public officers can be commissioned in the counties; 

20. Justices' of the Peace and Notary Public offices are synonymous in most instances; 

21. Our State is the organic State, not the state created by legislative enactments; 

22. Statutory jurisdiction is private contracts; 

23. The Montana Code Annotated are private copyrighted; 

24. The supreme court justices' in Helena have appellate jurisdiction only; 

25. The Supreme Court Justices' in the county hold (terms ) of office from January to the end of December, 
one year at a time; 

26. The MCA statutes provide for county commissioners to receive not more than $25.00 per day for their 
pay; 

27. The MCA statutes provide for other jurisdiction county commissioners to receive $80.00 per day for 
their pay; 

28. A public servant does not mean a public officer; 

29. A public officer does not mean a public servant; 

30. A public servant is employed by a private corporation; 

31. A public officer is paid by the Sovereigns; 

32. There is a dual form of government in our country of Montana; 

33. The state of Montana is not the State of Montana; 

34. The United States is not the United States of America; 
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35. There are two different oaths of public office, one for the United States and one for the United States of 
America; 

36. Our primary elections are held in the month of September; 

37. The other state election primary is held in June; 

38. Our officers are elected in odd numbered years; 

39. The other state election is held in even numbered years; 

40. There are two different classes of citizens in the United States of America; 

41. The common law of England is separate from statutory jurisdiction; 

42. Our Courts of Justice are peculiar and exclusive jurisdiction; 

43. There is a division of the Courts in the United States of America; 

44. There is a diversity of citizenship in the United States; 

45. The Court and the Justice are synonymous in our State; 

46. The office of judge is not the office of justice; 

47. There are twelve justices' sitting on a common law jury of peers; 

48. United States citizens are not State Citizens; 

49. citizens of the United States could be either United States citizens or residents of a state; 

50. People are voters but not necessarily electors; 

51. Residents are not necessarily State Citizens; 

52. residents of the state of Montana are United States citizens; 

53. Taxpayers are United States citizens; 

54. Freeholders cannot be assessed but of their own free will; 

55. Taxpayers are named on the assessment rolls of the counties in the state of Montana; 

56. Freeholders are named on the land patent rolls of the comitatus; 

57. United States citizens cannot be Sovereign; 

58. Acts of congress created United States citizens; 

59. Almighty God created native bom Citizens in our State; 

60. Our Nation is of the Israelites; 

61. E Pluribus Unum, our national motto means the tribe of Manasseh; 

62. The cloud over Israel is on our One Dollar minted silver Coin; 

63. The Eagle symbol on our One Dollar has thirteen talons for the tribe of Manasseh; 

64. The Eagle symbol on our One Dollar has thirteen fig leaves for the tribe of Manasseh; 

65. There are thirteen stars for the thirteen colonies ruled by Emmanuel; 

66. Most public buildings have the Masonic emblem on the cornerstone; 

67. Most public buildings do not have a thirteenth floor; 

68. Our State has defined geographical territorial boundaries; 

69. The state of Montana has no defined geographical territorial boundaries; 

70. The office of governor has been replaced by the secretary of state in the state of Montana; 

71. The appellate supreme court justices in Helena are the Department of Commerce; 

72. The Supreme Court in local government statutes has been replaced by the department of commerce; 

73. The legislative council in Helena, MT, has replaced the office of governor of Montana; 

74. The Constitution of Montana is not the constitution of the State of Montana; 

75. The county of Garfield of the state of Montana is not Garfield county; 

76. There are no provisions for general election of the office of constable in the MCA civil contracts; 

77. Private process servers are the office of the constable; 

78. There is a division of the district courts; 

79. There are two different provisions for summoning and empaneling grand and petit juries in our 
Constitution of Montana and in the other constitution of the State of Montana; 

80. The 1972 constitution of the State of Montana did not supersede the Constitution of Montana; 

81. The legislative council in Helena is the tripartite form of government; 

82. Our Supreme Court has exclusive jurisdiction, no public officers hear the matters; 
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83. Magna Charta was our foundation of Law for our Constitution of Montana, the Church and State being 
synonymous; 

84. Common Law originated in the Garden of Eden; 

85. Our law never changes, but statutes change daily; 

86. The law of simple contract supersedes the Constitution of Montana; 

87. Our national government is not the federal government; 

88. United States citizens cannot bring an action against State Citizens in our country of Montana; 

89. Our posse comitatus is synonymous with our Supreme Court in its original and exclusive jurisdiction; 

90. Legislative tribunals cannot compel process on anyone of freemen character whatsoever; 

91. Our Supreme Court supervises legislative created tribunals at all times without question; 

92. Notices to appear are a courtesy for corporations; 

93. Notices to appear do not have any civil or criminal sanctions applied to them for enforcement; 

94. Warrants of attachment are bonded arrest warrants for the private freeholders; 

95. Our Courts of Justice cannot compel the parties' to pay a filing fee in advance of any cause of action; 

96. Our People do not pay for justice, either civil or criminal; 

97. Our Courts of Justice mandate a corpus delicti in the criminal side of the Court; 

98. Grand jurymen are chosen by the elisors, of necessity; 

99. Our grand jury selections do not require the permission of a District Court judge; 

100. The presiding Justice of the Supreme Courts in the counties is now known as the chairman of the 
county commissioners; 

The above concepts have been exercised by the freemen characters in our country of Montana, a separate 
and foreign jurisdiction to the state created by the private corporation doing commercial business in the state 
of Montana through compact with the District of Columbia, causing much added confusion to the insurgents 
who have invaded our land, and perverted our Nation. Our People have suffered at the hands of the ignorant 
masses, coupled with the deceptive trade practices of the State Bar of Montana, who have been exposed for 
their crime, and did change their name in January of 1993, and did register with the office of secretary of 
state in Helena, to bring said entity into compliance with their own copyrighted codes, making prima facie 
their prior bogus appearances in any Court in our State, and as of this date non have been prosecuted except 
by the freemen characters in our State. 

This above revelation was suppressed from public news, for it is too hot to handle in our country of 
Montana. 


Print any or all of this presentment, and for explanations, contact Justus Township, in care of HC 60, Box 
16, Brusett, Montana state, United States of America, non-domestic to the United States and non-resident to 
the county of Garfield of the state of Montana. 

At first glance, the above presentments may seem absurd, but nevertheless contained in our Law of the Land, 
and provable for the “doubting Thomas” of any character whatsoever. 


Attested and acknowledged this_day of August, in the year of our Almighty God, through our 

Redeemer, Emmanuel, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D.. 

Court of competent jurisdiction in common law venue: _ 

William L. Stanton, Justice in Justus Township 

Court of competent jurisdiction in common law venue: _ 

Daniel E. Petersen, Justice in Justus Township 

Court of competent jurisdiction in common law venue: _ 

Rodney O. Skurdal, Justice in Justus Township 
common law venue Prothonotary in Justus Township: _ 


LeRoy M. Schweitzer, sui generis 
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Garfield county court 

country of Montana 
Common Law venue - - supreme Court 
original and exclusive jurisdiction 

Notice for contest of judgment 


united States of America ) 

Montana state { organic } ) ss. before our Justices' Petersen, Schweitzer, Skurdal 
Garfield county ) 

TO: office of supreme Court clerk, c/o office of supreme Court Justices'; and. 

Jack D. Shanstrom; Kenneth R. Wilson; A. Lance Tonn; Nickolas C. Murnion; Charles A. Phipps; Billy B. Merlak; 
John J. Pluhar; Phil Hill; JoAnn Stanton; Charlotte Herbold; Farmers Home Administration; Evert Lovec; 
AgAmerica; all United States citizens. 

Pursuant to entry of default on supreme Court quiet title cause of action concerning matters of DINO HOLDINGS 
TRUST, WINDMILL CREEK TRUST, UNION CREEK TRUST, Kenneth South; Edwin Clark; final publication on 

April, _, 1995, all interested private parties' have three ( 3 ) days to contest entry of judgment, and upon 

failure to contest entry of judgment res judicata will be duly entered in Garfield county court, Common Law venue, 
original and exclusive jurisdiction, causing immediate “No Trespass” upon all named defendants herein. 

This Notice for contest of judgment is true, correct and certain; and, “But before all, my brethren, do not 
swear, neither by the heavens, nor by the earth, nor any other kind of oath; but let your yes be yes; 
and your no, no; so that you may not fall under a sentence.” “Holy Scriptures” 

James 5:12 Ferrar Fenton 

teste meipso this_day of_, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, 

through our Redeemer, Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

per curiam: _ 

Edwin Clark, Justice pro tempore 



Dewey county court 

country of South Dakota 
Common Law venue - - supreme Court 

Notice and Entry of Default by affidavit 

United States of America ) 

South Dakota state { organic } ) ss. before our Justices' 

Dewey county ) 

TO: office of supreme Court clerk, c/o office of supreme Court Justices'; and. 

First Bank Aberdeen, 320 South Street, Aberdeen, South Dakota state; 

Oahe Veterinary, North of City, Mobridge, South Dakota state; 

Farmers Coop Association, S.D. Wheat Growers, Box N, McLaughlin, South Dakota state; 

Charles O. Dresbach, Robert Ecoffey, Mark A. Moreno, Robert A. Mandel, Douglas Swenson. 

I, Arnold G. Wiedmer, having just cause hereby notice all defendant parties' and make due entry of default against 
First Bank Aberdeen, Aberdeen, South Dakota state, said Bank having failed to make answer, or dishonor, or in any 
other manner concerning tender offer duly presented to said Bank upon courtesy time limit of ten ( 10 ) days to make 
answer to Arnold G. Wiedmer in his country of South Dakota, “other jurisdiction” from the District of Columbia and 
its United States. 

Oahe Veterinary, Farmers Coop Association, Charles O. Dresbach, Robert Ecoffey, Mark A. Moreno, Robert A. 
Mandel, Douglas Swenson above named have also failed to make answer in any manner whatsoever and are hereby 
declared in default for public record. 

First Bank Aberdeen and the other named defendants are hereby granted three days ( 72 ) hours to contest this Notice 
and Entry of Default judgment against them, or in the alternative res judicata will occur against said Bank and other 
defendants, becoming public record in our Common Law venue original and exclusive jurisdiction in and for Dewey 
county-court via our Constitution of South Dakota under organic law. 

This Notice and Entry of Default by affidavit is true, correct and certain; and, “But before all, my brethren, do 
not swear, neither by the heavens, nor by the earth, nor any other kind of oath; but let your yes be 
yes; and your no, no; so that you may not fall under a sentence.” “Holy Scriptures” 

James 5:12 Ferrar Fenton 

teste meipso this_day of May, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, 

through our Redeemer, Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

per curiam:_ 

Arnold G. Wiedmer, sui juris, in and for Dewey county court, country of South Dakota 
c/o RR Box 2, Firesteel, South Dakota state, united States of America 


cc: other interested private parties' 




in Justice Township 

one Supreme Court Common Law venue 

ORIGINAL AND EXCLUSIVE JURISDICTION 


Quiet Title 


cause of action 

prosecuted by Common Law Affidavit ex parte 
duly bonded by perfected securities, judgment lien creditor 
One Hundred Million ( 100,000,000.00) Dollars of current credit money 

United States of America ) “without” the United States 

Montana state ) 

Justice Township ) ss. Common Law venue 

Garfield county ) 


Memorandum in Law by Justices' sitting en banc 

LeRoy M. Schweitzer, Ralph Clark, Richard E. Clark, Rodney O. Skurdal, Daniel E. Petersen, Edwin 
Clark, special Marshal state-wide, and special Constable in Justus Township in Garfield county de jure 
William L. Stanton concurring: 



The law of descent from Almighty God by Right of Inheritance through our supreme Law of the Land in 
our Nation, not “within” the United States nor subject to its law(s), under our Common Law venue and 
proclaimed by our “Edict” . We, these Honorable Justices' invoking our original and exclusive 
jurisdiction ex parte, having cause of action in the nature of quiet title to our body, coiporal 
hereditaments, coiporeal hereditaments, and our hereditary succession, now herein and forever cancel 
nunc pro tunc any and all signatures which we may have made by mistake, fraud or otherwise to the 
public policy limited liability res in trust to the municipal coiporation “within” the District of Columbia, 
the City of Washington, its territories, its possessions, its States or states, its commercial subjects, and its 
foreign principals whoever they may be, as our Right and our Duty to prevent the violent overthrow of 
our republican form of government within our Common Law venue and original and exclusive 
jurisdiction. 

Recognition by Uniform Enforcements of Foreign Judgments Act as in the Uniform Commercial Code 
under this bona fide tender offer and according to the tenor of this document of title, which necessarily 
means our Rights and Remedies by our choice of applicable law under our territorial application of the 
act are through the Negotiable Instruments Law which recognizes the difference between a unilateral 
agreement and the law of simple contract wherein at least two parties must agree. Your codes agree at 
U.C.C. §§ “1-103.6”, 1-105, 1-207.3, 1-207.7, 9-501, 3-504, 3-505, Article 7 as it relates to documents of 
title, and by letters of credit a/k/a U.C.C.-l warrants, true bill as in U.C.C. -4, and writs of execution as in 
U.C.C. -3 full assignments, especially upon duly notice to the Comptroller of the Currency as co-plaintiff 
for the bankruptcy with special collections via the Federal Assignment of Claims Act of 1940. This true 
bill is overdue on this 15th day of April, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D. in our foreign country of 
Montana in America “without” the United States, and collectable by your own defaults. Proceed at your 
own peril! This is Noting for Protest. You have seventy-two hours to comply with this due presentment, 
or in the alternative, upon duly protest which is not waived in our foreign country, the bankrupt party 
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“within” the United States must pay over in extension of ongoing credit without any consideration 
needed to otherwise modify or extend credit, and collectable by distress warrant via our National 
bondsman, the Comptroller of the Currency, our co-assignee. 

Are there anv objections? You have ten (10) days courtesy to answer. 

Three (3) week publications, once each week are duly presented for all Freemen in our realm. Duly 
Posted. 

See attachments “ on the county of Garfield of the state of Montana” Warrant of Attachment duly bonded 
by two or more good and sufficient sureties in the sum certain amount of One Hundred Million 
( 100,000,000.00 ) current credit money annexed to our supreme Law of the Land. 

Acknowledgments by our Notary Public and by our Prothonotary in our non-domestic country of 
Montana, in these United States of America, meaning the several States on an equal footing with the 
thirteen (13) original Colonies proved upon this Court of Record by history records, books, etc. 

Constructive Notice and Caveat 

Ignorance of the Law is no excuse! You are presumed to know the law. We know the Law. Execution 
in Law will occur as in our supreme Law of the Land. Your public oaths certify this quiet title Common 
Law venue ex parte due presentment, with criminal intent having been created manifest upon the record 
of your specific performance duly recorded by our Honorable Justices' in our one Supreme Court 
Common Law venue in our original and exclusive jurisdiction, which prohibits titles of nobility a/k/a the 
county of Garfield of the state of Montana from assignment of claims, especially wherein an admitted 
bankrupt party cannot state a claim upon which relief could be granted, and proven by judgment lien 
creditor. 


Purge your contempt, or forever remain silent! 

This Common Law Affidavit in the nature of quiet title is true, correct and certain; and, “Again, you have 
heard it was decreed to the ancients, that you shall not perjure yourselves, but give up your vow to the Lord. 
But I tell you in short, Do not vow at all: not by heaven, for that is the throne of God; nor by the earth, 
because that is His footstool; nor by Jerusalem, for that is the city of the great King. Neither vow by your 
head, because you are not able to make a single hair white or black, But let your language be ‘Yes, yes’; ‘No, 
no,; for whatever exceeds these proceeds from evil.” 

“Holy Scriptures” Matthew 5:33-37 Ferrar Fenton 
teste meipso this 15th day of April, in the year of our Almighty God, in Jesus name, Nineteen Hundred 
Ninety Four, A.D., by our Honorable Justices' in Common Law venue original and exclusive jurisdiction 
in and for Justus Township, in Garfield county de jure, “without” the United States, in our non-domestic 
foreign country of Montana under our republican form of government. 


Jurat: 

Jurat: 

Jurat: 

Jurat: 

Jurat: 

Jurat: 

Jurat: 


Honorable Justice LeRoy M. Schweitzer, sui juris in Law 


Honorable Justice Ralph Clark, sui juris in Law 


Honorable Justice Richard E. Clark, sui juris in Law 


Honorable Justice Rodney O. Skurdal, sui juris in Law 


Honorable Justice Daniel E. Petersen, sui juris in Law 


Honorable Justice Edwin Clark, sui juris in Law 
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William L. Stanton, sitting at the pleasure of our Court, sui juris in Law 
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Common Law Copyright 
Affidavit of Expatriation 
by the Sovereign Daniel E. Petersen 

Montana {a foreign country from the District of Columbia} ) 

) ss. People in Montana TO: 

Petroleum county {comitatus} ) 

Office of the secretary of state, Mike Cooney, sec. 

Common Law Affidavit 
by Daniel E. Petersen 

In the name and by the authority of the People in Montana, this freeman character, Daniel E. 
Petersen being jus soli, jus sanguinis, jure coronas, sui juris character hereby attests under Common 
Law copyright his special character of freeman, owing no allegiance to the “res” in trust of the 
municipal corporation a/k/a United States, by acts of congress “within” the United States, but on the 
contrary, I, Daniel E. Petersen, freeman character have secured, protected, defended, and guaranteed 
natural Law unalienable Right of Inheritance from Almighty God, through our Redeemer, Jesus the 
Messiah, the creator by the Alpha and the Omega in Holy Scriptures as in Genesis and Revelations, 
under our natural law, and by our unalienable Birthright, being of the white race of People of the 
Posterity a/k/a Israel, and by this Lawful Precept have made known publicly to all People of the 
Posterity in this country of Montana, and for our Courts of Justice record in this original, extraordinary, 
extra-judicial writ of proclamation, this freeman character Daniel E. Petersen hereby copyrights by our 
supremacy Common Law his corporal hereditaments, his corporeal hereditaments and his hereditary 

succession by Right of Inheritance from Almighty God, nunc pro tunc to the _ day of 

_, in the year of our Almighty God, through our Redeemer, Jesus the Messiah, Nineteen 

Hundred_, A.D.. 


The statements in this Common Law affidavit by the freeman character Daniel E. Petersen under our 
sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State are true, correct, 
and relevant to the best of my knowledge and belief; and, " But before all, my brethren, do not swear, 
neither by the heavens, nor by the earth, nor any other kind of oath: but let your yes be yes; and your no, no; 
so that you may not fall under a sentence " 

JAMES 5: 12 HOL YSCRIPTURES 

WITH SPECIAL, EXPRESS AND EXPLICIT RESERVATION OF ALL GOD-GIVEN UNALIENABLE RIGHTS, 

WAIVING NONE EVER IN THIS COUNTRY OF MONTANA, IN AMERICA. 

teste meipso this_day of_, in the year of our Almighty God, 

through our Redeemer, Jesus the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D. 


Daniel E. Petersen,jus soli, jus sanguinis, jure corona, sui juris, 
FREEMAN character IN Law -in care of: 

Jurat in Law: _ 

Jurat in Law: _ 

Jurat in Law: _ 

teste this_day of_, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D. 



STATE OF UTAH 

UNIFORM COMMERCIAF CODE - FORM FS-3 


Statements of Continuation, Assignment, Partial Assignment, Partial Release, Termination, Etc. 
NON STANDARD NON NEGOTIABLE, non-federal form 
This FINANCING STATEMENT is presented to a filing officer for filing pursuant to the Uniform Commercial Code. 


Name and Address of Debtor 100 M 

NAME AND ADDRESS OF SECURED PARTY 

Utah Secretary of State filling officer 
country of Utah, Notary Public 

Nickolas C. Mumion, and wife 
c/o office of county attorney 

Weber county 

Riverdale,Utah state 

United States of America 
& office of 

Comptroller of the Currency 

Anthony C. Bronson 
c/o 3108 W. Appleton Dr. 

West Valley City, Utah 

United States of America 
non-domestic mailing location 


Tax l.D. # 

County of Residence Weber 

pre-paid Account # pending 


This STATEMENT refers to Original Financing Statement File No. 

FULL ASSIGNMENT [] 


PARTIAL ASSIGNMENT [] 

The Secured Party states that the Secured Party has assigned to the Assignee whose name and address is shown below, all of the Secured Party's 
rights under the Financing Statement bearing the File No. and fded on the date shown above in the collateral listed below: 

SANDBOX TRUST One Hundred Million Dollars and all collateral listed on U.C.C./FS-l non-standard,non- 

co-tmsteeAnthony C. Bronson negotiable form,bearing the above original file number duly notarized in our country of Montana 

c/o3108 W. Appleton Dr. expressly not “within” the United States. 

West Valley City .Utah state 
United States of America 
non-domestic mailing location 


OTHER [ ] 


Number of additional sheets presented [ ] 


Highway Patrol Bitch, and ,husband co-debtor 


Comptroller of the Currency, Washington, D.C. 


BY: 

BY: 

Signature(s) of Debtor(s) 

Signature(s) of Secured Party(ies) 


SECRETARY OF STATE ALPHA 


teste meipso this 23rd day of Febuary, 1994 
























habeas corpus in court of common law-Supreme Court 
United States of America ) 

Montana state { organic } ) ss. before our Justices' 

Garfield county ) 

Justus Township ) Affidavit of Mailing Service 

To: office of Supreme Court clerk in Garfield county; and office of Supreme Court Justices' in care of 
Garfield county-court commissioners, office of governor Montana state, office of attorney general in the 
state of Montana, Yellowstone county office of sheriff. 

in re: habeas coipus via government warrant 

I, LeRoy M. Schweitzer having just cause to make this lawful affidavit to our office of governor for 
government warrant against the compact party state of Montana and the office of the attorney general in 
the compact party state of Montana in direct relation to the unlawful arrest and unlawful detainer of 
William L. Stanton which did occur in the Albertson parking lot in Billings Heights area, Billings, 
Montana state, United States of America on the 17th day of October, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, 
A.D. in our State, meaning the organic state under our enabling act as contained within our Constitution 
of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D.. This habeas coipus was delivered 
United States of America first-class postage prepaid mail to the above public offices by the affiant and 
duly witnessed by our Court of Justice being a court of record in Garfield county organized for judicial 
purposes pursuant to our mandatory and prohibitory Constitution of Montana and before our duly 
appointed, commissioned and privately bonded notary public in our State. 

Since the adoption of the Uniform Commercial Code in the compact party state of Montana via statutory 
construction there has been in effect two different and distinct venues and jurisdictions, the organic state 
under our Common Law of England as it was meant at the time of adopting our State from what was 
originally Montana territory, and the other shadow state of Montana through legislative enactments for 
the subject class United States citizens and residents of said subject state. This is admitted by Marc 
Racicot on the current version of CD-ROM disk containing the Montana Codes Annotated and its 
revealing compiler's comments confessions. See attachment quotes from said CD-ROM disk. 

William L. Stanton, having been unlawfully persecuted by none other than the known tyrant and criminal 
cover-up artist Nickolas C. Mumion in Garfield county, did quiet title his body from the cestui que trust 
a/k/a compact party state doing commercial nexus business “within” the United States with what is 
known as implied benefit implied consent agreements foisted upon the unwary subject class United 
States citizens and state of Montana residents for reasons of necessity a constructive fraud of cryptic 
proportions has been dealt against the former Sovereign People of the Posterity under our former 
Common Law of England self-governing free sovereign and independent State under special, express and 
explicit terms of simple contract by our Constitution of Montana, especially in purview of our Article V, 
section 26 in relation to our Courts of Justice, so hated, despised and abused by the traitor Nickolas C. 
Mumion acting under title of nobility and usurping his purported public office in the county. Nickolas C. 
Mumion, via his controlled newspaper propaganda machine, especially naming the Billings Gazette and 
its latest scorn, ridicule, and vile contempt for our sole and exclusive right of self-governing as a free 
sovereign and independent State has proven prima facie for the governor pro tempore Marc Racicot the 
need for this Common Law venue habeas corpus in our asylum State. The compact party state of 
Montana and its martial law attorney general acting in complicity with the admitted bankrupt coiporation 
public policy limited liability United States and its foreign prince and power the UNited Nations and 
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their International Monetary Fund directed by the War Powers Act declaration of war upon the American 
national people who are not statutory defined “persons” but by the improvisio “might makes right” and 
title of nobility coercion, fraud, undue influence, misrepresentation and bankruptcy contained in U.C.C. § 
1-103 and the legal consequences thereof under U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 3 ) and U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 11 ), the 
United States citizens in direct violation of our national constitution Article of amendment the Eleventh 
have invoked the judicial power of the United States through agency administrative rule disguised as a 
justice court, when in fact and in Law said feigned court is none other than a statutory legislative created 
tribunal under contract with the equal employment opportunity state of Montana d/b/a the admitted 
bankrupt United States, a political will corporation committing trespass within our territorial application 
of the act under U.C.C. § 1-105 and in violation of William L. Stanton's choice of applicable law as he 
did choose Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction for our purported office of governor 
double agent Marc Racicot to overcome in this special proceeding which is procedendo disguised as 
U.C.C. § 1-105. 

Marc Racicot knew and understood by the evidence on the CD-ROM MCA disk the fact no extradition 
could occur from our State into the compact party state unless a grand jury had produced a “True Bill” 
prior to the arrest of William L. Stanton and by express words in the Montana Code Annotated no 
extradition could occur by the attorney general based upon a contractual nexus. And with due diligence 
Marc Racicot will know Nickolas C. Mumion has admitted on prior Current Affairs public television the 
fact “We came up with” certain bogus accusations disguised as “charges” against a coiporation via 
“Notice to Appear”, all of which constitute ex post facto law if indeed there were an injured party. This 
method of doing “color of law” business is the trap for the unsuspecting human resource herd to waive 
venue and thereby somehow pretend the subject matter jurisdiction jumped over into an “in rem” 
proceeding in Admiralty, enforced by the police state through War Powers Act and other sundry devices 
created by the prohibited title of nobility State Bar of Montana who cannot enter into our venue, under 
our original and exclusive jurisdiction. Marc Racicot knows and understands the planned evolution of 
the quo warranto statutes which evidenced our Supreme Courts in the counties in the Revised Codes of 
1947, but in the newer Montana Codes Annotated the illusion is deceptively worded the supreme court is 
only in Lewis and Clark county, creating the false hope the astute and learned free inhabitants would fall 
for this devious scheme and believe there is not an original Supreme Court of exclusive jurisdiction in 
our counties organized for judicial purposes in our State. William L. Stanton did not fall for that evil and 
wicked plan, nor did William L. Stanton willingly, knowingly, and voluntarily waive his venue in our 
State. No extradition process could occur after this notice and demand by judicial notice and writ of 
supervisory control is duly delivered to Marc Racicot, purportedly acting as governor in our State. 

Even Marc Racicot was complimented on the compiler's comments of the 1994 CD-ROM disk for his 
efforts of subverting our Common Law of England into what is now known as a democracy under the 
admitted tripartite form of government wherein all three branches of government, the judicial, the 
executive, and the legislative are acting under one command via martial law by enforcement of unilateral 
agreements upon the unwary subjects through the use of the Uniform Commercial Code unless and until 
the astute William L. Stanton chose his options for remedy under pre-code law such as conflicts of law, 
Negotiable Instruments Law and the Private International Law under simple contract, by his territorial 
application of the act and parties' power to choose applicable law, by this habeas corpus expressly 
Common Law of England as per intent at the time of adoption of our State in purview of the original 
thirteen colonies in our Nation in America. Our State boundaries are geographical territory, as 
contradistinguished from the contractual boundaries of the compact party state of Montana which is 
limited to the ten square miles of the District of Columbia with few exceptions. 

The state of Montana non-registered foreign agents have unlawfully detained William L. Stanton under 
the guise of intercepting and warehousing goods, purportedly to comply with limited liability insurance 
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and collection of premiums from the bailiff state of Montana through fines upon the insured goods 
William L. Stanton. This is being done under “color of law” through presumption in the legislative 
created tribunals by mob rule through ignorance of the masses who believe the undue influence, 
coercion, misrepresentation of the machinations of titles of nobility through the use of the State Bar of 
Montana of which Nickolas C. Mumion is a member even though his proof of registration is in arrears, 
but nevertheless the ignorant masses pick up on programmed newsmedia propaganda and through 
controlled legislative created tribunals acting as courts of chancery which make the ancient Star Chamber 
look like a sweet little baby sucking its thumb in stark comparison, thereby creating a controlled martial 
law facade to compel specific performance from the unwary subject while the People slept. William L. 
Stanton having discovered said massive fraud in our dual Sovereignty style of governments, and having 
opted by his own free choice and political will to forever come out of her my People as commanded in 
“Holy Scriptures” moves this Common Law Supreme Court in Garfield county for remedy under pre¬ 
code law, meaning Negotiable Instruments Law which recognizes simple contract law and the need for 
any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract before the attorney general from the compact 
party state could hold the unlawfully seized goods, purported to be William L. Stanton for a bailiffs 
ransom for the public policy which is in effect the police state now known as the compact party state of 
Montana in separate venue and subject matter jurisdiction from our State as admitted by Marc Racicot on 
the 1994 CD-ROM disk via compiler's comments. 

The meaning of the above is prima facie habeas corpus wherein our State, the asylum state, hereby 
commands you Marc Racicot, to produce the presumption which any trier of fact could or would use to 
overcome our disputable presumption by our presentment of the preponderance of the evidence which we 
have presented for our captured free inhabitant William L. Stanton who is being warehoused in the 
public policy state contrary to our public law State, meaning our People who rule over their public 
officers, and are in fact special appointed public officers of necessity as conservators of the peace under 
the Common Law of England, just as is proven by our special appointed justice of the peace Clay Taylor, 
Richard E. Wilson, LeRoy M. Schweitzer, and Rodney O. Skurdal in Garfield county and other counties 
in our State under our Constitution of Montana which supersedes mere statutes for the subjects of said 
copyrighted statutes. The attorney general for the compact party state of Montana necessarily becomes a 
party to this habeas corpus and must show a compelling reason to detain William L. Stanton which must 
be rooted in a felony accusation as derived from a Common Law grand jury of free inhabitants before the 
office of governor could refuse this Common Law writ of habeas coipus. By special express wording on 
the CD-ROM MCA disk of 1994, the attorney general of the compact party state of Montana is forbidden 
from holding William L. Stanton under any feigned authority derived from contract such as drivers 
license, marriage license, birth certificate, social security card, hunting license, life insurance, church 
membership, lodge membership or the like, but must in fact and in Law have a “True Bill” signed by a 
grand jury organized under our Constitution of Montana and not by mere United States citizens acting 
under color of law though controlled manipulations of the title of nobility State Bar of Montana through 
the use of the appellate branch of supreme court known as the Department of Commerce on the 1994 CD- 
ROM disk through evidence by compiler's comments which is not commonly known by the masses but is 
common knowledge in this habeas coipus by the undersigned third parties' from our Montana state who 
have been injured by the kidnap of William L. Stanton and the perjury of Nickolas C. Mumion. 

A special note of interest for the pro tempore governor Marc Racicot, the acting attorney general did send 
a secret memo to the co-conspirator Gregory P. Mohr, a consent to waive prosecution costs since certain 
prima facie facts are circulating in our State which will indict Marc Racicot, Joseph P. Mazurek, 
Nickolas C. Mumion, the federal family protectors marshals, the city police, the feigned city judge 
Gregory P. Mohr, the compact party state of Montana, the alternative form of government counties under 
compact with the United States, Joe L. Hegel, and for that matter all the rest of the traitors who have 
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renounced their allegiance to our Constitution of Montana, creating perjury upon their public office, even 
though they purport to be public servants employed by an equal opportunity employer acting in concert 
with acts of congress manipulated by the War Powers act aimed at statutory defined “persons”. 


As was stated in the old testament in “Holy Scriptures”, “Let my People go!” The fraud has been 
revealed and is prima facie spread through this Common Law venue habeas corpus writ by public post at 
our office of Post Master in all fifty-six counties organized for judicial purposes and duly bonded for One 
Million dollars of current credit money by the People of the Posterity State-wide, in our state, the organic 
state under the enabling act of our Constitution of Montana which mandates recognition of Montana state 
being under our original thirteen colonies forum of self-government where the People ruled over the 
public officers and not where the public policy rules by enforced police collections of insurance 
premiums under the guise of Uniform Commercial Code through unilateral agreements which go 
unchallenged by the ignorant masses. The unlawful detainer of William L. Stanton in our Justus 
Township in our State has not gone unchallenged by our People in our State. 

Wherefore: We hereby command you, Marc Racicot to immediately have before us the prisoner, a 
political prisoner, on the 26th day of October, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, Nineteen Hundred 
Ninety Four, A.D., in our Supreme Court sitting in special term wherever the Sovereign sojourns, that 
you may give cause why the attorney general of the compact party state of Montana acting under color of 
law for the State of Montana via statutory construction is detaining William L. Stanton in the compact 
party state of Montana prior to any felony accusations derived from a lawfully constituted grand jury 
sitting in term time in our Garfield county organized for judicial purposes pursuant to your mandate and 
obedience to Article V, section 26 in relation to our Courts of Justice, our offices in the counties, our 
constables, our justices' of the peace and our law of descent. Your failure to obey this writ of habeas 
corpus will constitute prima facie a contempt of our Supreme Court in its original application under our 
Constitution of Montana and warrant of arrest will occur upon you, Marc Racicot for perjury of your 
public oath of office in our Montana state, expressly not “within” the compact party state of Montana 
under the United States through commercial nexus. By your failure to obey your mandate as purported 
governor you will implicate your criminal associates and cause their own demise at your hand and seal 
through controlled ignorance and deception, causing said criminal associates to seek remedy at your head 
when the truth is duly ascertained. 

Proceed at your own peril! 


This lawful Common Law venue writ of habeas coipus is true, correct and certain and made for public 
post in our State in all fifty-six counties organized for judicial purposes; and, “Again, you have heard 
it was decreed to the ancients, that you shall not perjure yourselves, but give up your 
vow to the Lord. But I tell you in short, Do not vow at all: not by heaven, for that is the 
throne of God; nor by the earth, because that is His footstool; nor by Jerusalem, for that 
is the city of the great King. Neither vow by your head, because you are not able to make 
a single hair white or black, But let your language be ‘Yes, yes’; ‘No, no; for whatever 
exceeds these proceeds from evil.” “Holy Scriptures” Matthew 5:33-37 Ferrar Fenton 


teste this_day of October, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, through our Redeemer, 

Emmanuel, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D.. 

Court of Justice Seal: _ 

LeRoy M. Schweitzer, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in Garfield 


county 


in our country of Montana, in these United States of America, American national 
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Court of Justice Seal: 


Court of Justice Seal: 

Emmett Clark, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in Garfield county 
in our country of Montana, in these United States of America, American national 

Court of Justice Seal: 

Daniel E. Petersen, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in Garfield county 
in our country of Montana, in these United States of America, American national 

Court of Justice Seal: 

Rodney 0. Skurdal, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in Garfield county 
in our country of Montana, in these United States of America, American national 

Court of Justice Seal: 

Richard E. Clark, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in Garfield county 
in our country of Montana, in these United States of America, American national 

Court of Justice Seal: 

Ralph Clark, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in Garfield county 

in our country of Montana, in these United States of America, American national 

Court of Justice Seal: 

Casey Clark, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in Garfield county 

in our country of Montana, in these United States of America, American national 

Court of Justice Seal: 

Richard E. Wilson, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in Garfield county 
in our country of Montana, in these United States of America, American national 

Court of Justice Seal: 

Robert F. Kramlich, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in Garfield county 
in our country of Montana, in these United States of America, American national 

Court of Justice Seal: 

Lyle Chamberlin, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in Garfield county 
in our country of Montana, in these United States of America, American national 


Ebert W. Stanton, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in Garfield county 
in our country of Montana, in these United States of America, American national 


, notary public Seal. 

Rodney 0. Skurdal, 
aforesaid. 

duly appointed, commissioned and privately bonded in our State and county 

I, 

, notary public in our country of Montana hereby attest 

and acknowledge this above habeas corpus presentment by law and fact as being true, correct and certain 
as duly signed before me by the affiant free inhabitant LeRoy M. Schweitzer and duly witnessed by our 


fellow conservators of the peace, constables, marhsal and special grand jury members on this_day 

of October, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, through our Redeemer Emmanuel, Nineteen 
Hundred Ninety Four, A.D.. 

Fees:_ 

Oath:_ 

Affidavit:_ 

Postage:_ 

Mileage:_ 

Mi sc: 
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Habeas Corpus 


Procedures 

II. Jurisdiction, Proceedings, And Relief. 

A. 41. — Nature and extent. 

1. Colo. 1963. One seeking habeas coipus may select his form, and he may seek aid of Supreme Court or any 
district court at any time, and he may even seek aid of any county court at times allowed and as provided by 
statute. 

Const, art. 2, Sec. 21; C.R.S. '53, 65-1-1, 65-1-3, 65-1-20. 

Stilley v. Tinsley, 385 P.2d 677, 153 Colo. 66. 

B. 46. — Particular state courts, jurisdiction. 

1. Mont. 1865. District court can exercise jurisdiction in habeas coipus over person held in custody illegally. 

State ex rel. Wellcome v. District Court of Eighteenth Judicial Dist. In and For Gallatin County, 406 P.2d 
164, 146 Mont. 319. 

C. 48. — Jurisdiction of parties and venue. 

1. Colo. 1977. Civil procedure rule governing venue governs venue in habeas coipus proceeding. 

Rules of Civil Procedure, rule 98; C.R.S. '73, 13-45-101. 

Evans v. District Court In and For Arapahoe County, 572 P.2d 811. 

2. Okl. 1979. Proper venue for prosecution of a writ of habeas coipus lies in the county in which the 
wrongful detention is alleged to be taking place 

Spahr v. Swanson, 596 P.2d 549. 

D. 50 — Time for application. 

1. Ariz. App. 1967. There is no particular time limit for making application a special writ. 

Applications of Billie, 429 P.2d 699, 6 Ariz. App. 65, vacated 436 P.2d 130, 103 Ariz 16. 

2. Cal. 1971. Habeas Coipus is not limited to cases in which the petitioner is entitled to be discharged from 
custody. 

In re Terry, 484 P.2d 1375, 95 Cal. Reptr. 31,4 C.3d 911, certiorari dismissed 92 S.Ct. 348, 404 U.S. 980, 

30 L.Ed. 2d 295. 
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3. Cal. 1969. Lapse of two and one-half years between Supreme Court decisions and application for habeas 
corpus relief based on those decisions was not unreasonalbe. 

In re Huddleston, 458 P.2d 507, 80 Cal. Reptr. 595, 17 C.2d 1031. 

4. Cal. 1968. Sufficient justification for two-year delay of habeas corpus petitioner in seeking collateral relief 
could be found in his ignorance of law and legal procedures. 

In re Mitchell, 437 P.2d 289, 65 Cal. Rptr. 897, 68 C.2d 258, on remand 79 Cal. Rptr. 764, 275 C.A.2d 351, 
certiorari denied 90 S.Ct. 1394 397 U.S. 1053, 25 L.Ed.2d 669. 

5. Nev. 1976. While habeas corpus is proper procedure for challenging probable cause, petition must be filed 
and finally determined prior to trial and conviction. 

Williams v. Sheriff of Washoe County, 546 P.2d 1003, 92 Nev. 127. 

6. Nev. 1967. Hereafter, good cause must be shown for delay before trial court or Supreme Court will 
entertain petitions for writs of habeas corpus brought immediately before trial 

Howard v. Sheriff of Clark County, 425 P.2d 596, 83 Nev. 150. 

7. Okl.Cr. 1966. Where there is error in formal judgment and sentence, proceeding in habeas coipus to 
correct same may be maintained at any time after its rendition. 

Pierce v. Haip, 418 P.2d 355. 

8. Utah 1976. Writ of habeas coipus can be brought any time person is wrongfully restrained of his freedom, 
whether it be before or after trial, but matters properly heard on appeal cannot be used as basis for granting 
writ of habeas corpus. 

Jones v. Smith, 550 P.2d 194. 

E. 51.—Parties. 

1. Colo. 1963. Proper procedure to be followed by prisoner claiming to be imprisioned without legal 
authority is to file civil action seeking writ of habeas corpus and to name as repondent person in whose 
custody he is detained. 


Const, art 2, Sec. 21; art. 6, Sec. 30; C.R.S. '53, 45-1-2, 65-1-1, 65-1-3. 


Stilley v. Tinsley, 385 P.2d 677, 153 Colo. 66. 

2. Or. App. 1976. Parties in habeas coipus proceeding are properly denominated Plaintiff and Defendant 
rather than petitioner and respondent. 

Rathbum v. Cupp, 548 P.2d 991, 25 Or. App. 153. 

F. 52 — Petition. 
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1. Okl.Cr. 1962. Habeas corpus goes only to matter of jurisdiction and case-made of proceedings in 
connection with trial and conviction is not necessary. 

Goad v. State, 373 P.2d 1021. 

G. 53 — Form and requisites in general. 

1. Ariz. 1967. One not an attorney may file application for habeas corpus on behalf of another. 

A.R. Sec. 13-2002. 

Hackin v. State, 427 P.2d 910, 102 Ariz. 218, appeal dismissed 88 S.Ct. 325, 389 U.S. 143, 19 L.Ed. 2d 347, 
rehearing denied 88 S.Ct. 766, 389 U.S. 1060, 19 L.Ed. 2d 866. 

2. Ariz. 1967. Habeas Corpus application properly contains allegations of facts alone, and legal arguments 
are not part thereof. 

Hackin v. State, 427 P.2d 910, 102 Ariz. 218, appeal dismissed 88 S.Ct. 325, 389 U.S. 143, 19 L.Ed. 2d 347, 
rehearing denied 88 S.Ct. 766, 389 U.S. 1060, 19 L.Ed. 2d 866. 

3. Ariz. App. 1967. Pro se petitions for writs of habeas coipus are viewed liberally. 

Hall v. State ex rel. Eyman, 431 P.2d 699, 6 Ariz. App. 259. 

4. Ariz. App. 1967. Pro se petitions for habeas coipus relief should be liberally construed and read with 
measure of tolerance. 

Application of Buccheri, 431 P.2d 91,6 Ariz. App. 196. 

5. Ariz. App. 1967. Habeas Coipus petition should be devoted principally to simple and intelligible statement 
of specific facts upon which claim for relief is based. 

Application of Buccheri, 431 P.2d 91,6 Ariz. App. 196. 

6. Cal. 1979. A petition for habeas corpus must allege unlawful restraint, name the person by whom the 
petitioner is so restrained, and specify the facts on which he bases his claim that the restraint is unlawful. 

West's Ann. Pen. Code, Sec. 1474. 

In re Lawler, 588 P.2d 1257, 151 Cal. Rptr. 833, 3 C.A.3d 190. 

*** 

7. Cal. 1974. Plea for writ of habeas coipus will not receive judicial consideration unless petitioner alleges 
with particularity circumstances constituting the People's claimed wrongful conduct and demonstrates how he 
is prejudiced thereby. 

In re Sturm, 521 P.2d 97, 113 Cal. Rptr. 361, 11 C,3d 258. 

8. Cal. 1968. Petitioner in habeas corpus proceeding who claims violations of his Constitutional Rights is 
required to allege facts showing that violations have affected him individually. 

In re Mugica, 446 P.2d 525, 72 Cal. Rptr. 645, 69 C.2d 516. 
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9. Cal. 1967. Habeas corpus petitioners claiming violation of Constitutional Rights must allege facts showing 
that such violations have affected them individually. 

In re Smiley, 427 P.2d 179, 58 Cal. Rptr. 579, 66 C.2d 606. 

10. Colo. 1972. Except when court is in vacation, habeas coipus petition should be addressed to district court, 
not to an individual judge, because the power to act is the court's not the man's. 


C.R.S.'63, 65-1-1. 


People ex rel. Wyse v. District Court In and For Twentieth Judicial Dist., 503 P.2d 154, 180 Colo. 88. 

11. Colo. 1972. Writ of habeas coipus is not to be hedged or in anywise circumscribed with technical 
requirements. 

Const, art. 2, Sec. 21; U.S.C.A. Const, art. 1, Sec. 9. 

People ex rel. Wyse v. District Court In and For Twentieth Judicial Dist., 503 P.2d 154, 180 Colo. 88. 

12. Colo. 1963. Application for habeas coipus must plead facts which if true show either that trial court had 
no jurisdiction of person of defendant or offense, or that sentence imposed was not within limits prescribed 
by law. 

Titmus v. Tinsley, 384 P.2d 728, 153 Colo. 96. 

13. Idaho 1976. Habeas coipus petition must be construed liberally, especially where prepared by prison 
inmate without assistance of counsel. 

Calkins v. May, 545 P.2d 1008, 97 Idaho 402. 

14. Idaho 1962. In dealing with petitions for habeas coipus submitted by persons on their own behalf without 
assistance of counsel, a court cannot require the same high standards that might be imposed on members of 
the legal profession, and in general, liberality rather than stricness should control in considering such an 
application. 

Johnson v. State, 376 P.2d 704, 85 Idaho 123. 

15. Mont. 1973. While no permission is required to file petition for writ of habeas coipus in Supreme Court, 
application must contain a statement of facts and the alleged violation of rights charged. 

State ex rel. Hirst v. Warden, Montana State Prison Deer Lodge, 511 P.2d 978, 162 Mont. 542. 

16. Mont. 1972. Supreme Court does not accept pro se petitions for habeas coipus from those who have 
counsel. 

Campbell v. State, 498 P.2d 1195, 159 Mont. 553. 

17. Mont. 1972. Where habeas corpus petitioner has counsel, all pleadings must be filed by such counsel. 
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Campbell v. State, 498 P.2d 1195, 159 Mont. 553. 

18. Mont. 1965. Petition denominated a petition for writ of error Coram Nobis would be treated as 
application for writ of habeas coipus. 

Petition of Hart, 399 P.2d 984, 145 Mont. 203. 

19. Wash. 1963. Legality of any judgment or process whereby person is in custody may be inquired into by 
courts only where it is alleged in petition for writ of habeas corpus that Constitutional Rights have been 
violated. 

RCWA 7.36.130(1). Pettit v. Rhay, 383 P.2d 889, 62 Wash.2d 515. 

H. 54. — Particular averments. 

1. Ariz. App. 1968. For consideration of charges of suppression of evidence, petition for habeas coipus must 
set forth facts under oath constituting particulars of alleged illegality. 

A.R.S. Sec. 13-2002. 

Cooper v. State ex rel. Euman, 438 P.2nd 341, 7 Ariz. App.272. 

I. 55. — Copies of process or proceedings authorizing imprisonment. 

1. Mont. 1965. Official transcript of proceedings on charge ultimately leading to sentence of which petitioner 
complained was includable in record filed by petitioner's counsel for habeas coipus proceeding. 

Petition of Williams. 399 P.2nd 732, 145 Mont.45. 

2. Okl.Cr. 1967. Petition for habeas corpus should have attached to it a certified copy of information or 
indictment together with verdict and judgment and copy of minutes of court and should be supported by 
affidavits from officials or others with personal knowledge of facts surrounding plea of guilty. 

Lesley v. Page, 430 P.2nd 336. 

3. Okl. Cr. 1965. In habeas coipus proceedings, it is necessary for petitioner not only to verify his petition, 
but to attach thereto certified copy of information and judgement and sentence of lower court. 

Mayfield v. Page, 402 P.2d 457. 

4. Okl. Cr. 1964. Prisoner seeking to challenge judgment and sentence should attach to petition for writ of 
habeas coipus certified copies of information, judgment, and sentence. 

Wright v. State, 390 P.2d 921, certiorari denied 84 S.Ct. 1654, 377 U.S. 971, 12 l.Ed.2d 741. 

5. Okl. Cr. 1963. A transcript of proceedings of trial court is not necessary for filing a writ of habeas corpus. 

Sides v. State, 384 P.2d 411. 

6. Okl. Cr. 1963. Copy of information or judgment and sentence are necessary for consideration of petition 
for writ of habeas coipus. 
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Application of Karr, 384 P.2d 409. 


J. 58. — Notice of application or rule to show cause. 

1. Cal. 1979. If, taking the facts alleged as true, petitioner has established a prima facie case for relief on 
habeas corpus, then an order to show case should issue. 

West's Ann. Pen. Code, Sec. 1474. 

In re Lawler, 588 P.2d 1257, 151 Cal. Rptr. 833, 23 C.A.3d 190. 

Order to show cause, though not expressly provided for in statutes governing the writ of habeas corpus, has 
developed as an appropriate means by which to initiate a hearing and disposition of a petition on behalf of a 
person in custody without the necessity of bringing the petitioner before the court; The return to the order to 
show cause then becomes the principal pleading, analogous to a complaint in a civil proceeding. 

West's Ann. Pen. Code, Sec. 1474. 

In re Lawler, 588 P.2d 1257, 151 Cal. Rptr. 833, 23 C.A.3d 190. 

K. 59. — Hearing on petition. 

1. Colo. 1976. Final determination of a habeas coipus proceeding is not to be had on the petition; it can only 
be had upon the answer and return to the writ, after which the petition is Functus Officio. 

People v. Pitcher, 557 P.2d 395. 

2. Idaho 1964. In examining sufficiency of petition for writ of habeas corpus, all allegations set forth therein 
must be accepted as true. 

Mahaffey v. State, 392 P.2d 279, 87 Idaho 228. 

3. Wash. App. 1973. If habeas coipus petition is sufficient to inform, directed to proper court, and states 
sufficient facts showing petitioner is illegally detained, a fair evidentiary hearing must be granted. 

RCWA 7.36.010 et seq. Little v. Rhay, 509 P.2d 92, 8 Wash. App. 725. 

L. 63. — Compelling allowance. 

1. Wash. 1968. Petitioner whose petition for writ of habeas coipus was not considered but who failed to seek 
writ of mandamus in Supreme Court directing superior court to entertain petition waived any objection he 
may have had to superior court's treatment of petition. 

Garrison v. Rhay, 449 P.2d 92, 75 Wash. 2d 98. 

M. 73. Return. 

73 1/2. — Necessity and duty to make in general. 
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1. Colo. 1972. When a writ of habeas corpus is issued, the person to whom the writ is directed should fde a 
return. 


C.R.S. '63, 65-1-1. 


Ede v. Bray, 495 P.2d 1139, 178 Colo. 99. 

2. Failure of person to whom writ of habeas coipus is directed to file a return is inexcusable; however, 
failure to file the return does not invalidate the hearing or operate to discharge the petitioner since failure to 
file can be cured by what occurs at the hearing. 


C.R.S.'63, 65-1-1. 


Ede v. Bray, 495 P.2d 1139, 178 Colo. 99. 

3. Idaho 1978. Petition for writ of habeas corpus may be treated as answer to the return when petition fully 
serves to traverse allegations of the return and no further affirmative pleading appears necessary. 

Matter of Andersen, 589 P.2d 957, 99 Idaho 805. 

N. 74. — Mode and form. 

1. Colo. 1964. Return is properly to be directed to writ of habeas corpus and not to petition and can only be 
filed by individuals to whom writ is directed and not properly by district attorney not named therein. 

Gallegos v. Schooley, 393 P.2d 573, 155 Colo. 215. 

O. 75. — Requisites and sufficiency in general. 

1. Cal. 1979. In a habeas corpus proceeding, the return to order to show cause must allege facts tending to 
establish the legality of the petitioner's detention; it is thus analogous to the complaint in civil actions. 

West's Ann. Pen. Code, Sec. 1500 

In re Lewallen, 590 P.2d 383, 152 Cal. Rptr. 528, 23 C.3d 274. 

2. Cal. 1979. Because issuance of order to show cause reflects issuing court's determination that habeas 
corpus petition states facts which, if true, entitled petitioner to relief, respondent should recite facts upon 
which denial of petitioner's allegations is based and, where appropriate, should provide such documentary 
evidence, affidavits, or other materials as will enable court to determine which issues are truly disputed; 
respondent should not merely set out in its return to order to show cause mere general denials of petition's 
allegations. 

West's Ann. Pen. Code, Sec. 1500 

In re Lewallen, 590 P.2d 383, 152 Cal. Rptr. 528, 23 C.3d 274. 

3. Cal. 1979. Factual allegations of the return to an order to show cause will be deemed true unless the habeas 
corpus petitioner in his traverse denies the truth of respondent's allegations and either realleges the facts set 
out in his petition, or by stipulation the petition is deemed a traverse. 
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West's Ann. Pen. Code, Sec. 1474. 


In re Lawler, 588 P.2d 1257, 151 Cal. Rptr. 833, 23 C.A.3d 190. 

P. 79. — Conclusiveness and effect. 

1. Cal. 1970. Return to writ or order to show cause alleges facts tending to establish legality of challenged 
detention and is analogous to a complaint while the traverse, and the petition where by stipulation or 
acquiescence it is treated as a traverse, is analogous to answer in civil proceeding and issues are thus joined. 

In re Saunders, 472 P.2d 921, 88 Cal. Rptr. 633, 2 C.3d 1033. 

2. When return effectively acknowledges or admits allegations in petition and traverse which, if true, justify 
habeas corpus relief sought, such relief may be granted without hearing on any other factual issues joined by 
pleadings. 

In re Saunders, 472 P.2d 921, 88 Cal. Rptr. 633, 2 C.3d 1033. 

3. Colo. 1972. Issues in a habeas coipus proceeding are created by the writ of habeas corpus which is issued 
by the court and the return made by the person who has the defendant in custody. 


C.R.C. '63,65-1-1. 


Ede v. Bray, 495 P.2d 1139, 178 Colo 99. 

Q. 81. — Punishment for failure to make return. 

(Look Up) 

R. 82. — Production of person on return. 

1. Utah 1967. Under rule providing that upon filing of a complaint seeking a petition for habeas coipus unless 
it appears from the complaint that a plaintiff is not entitled to any relief, the court shall order the plaintiff 
brought before the court and shall proceed in a summary manner to hear the matter and render judgment 
accordingly, if a hearing is held, the plaintiff seeking the relief is entitled to be present and court should not 
proceed in a summary manner to hold a hearing in absence of plaintiff and his counsel. 

Rules of Civil Procedure, rule 65B(f)(3). 

Stinnett v. Turner, 434 P.2d 753, 20 Utah 2d 148. 

S. 83. — Answer to return and issues thereon. 

1. Cal. 1979. In a habeas corpus proceeding, the traverse, which may incoiporate allegations of petition, must 
deny or controvert each material fact or matter alleged in the return where such fact or matter will be deemed 
admitted; it is therefore analogous to the answer in civil actions. 

In re Lewallen, 590 P.2d 383, 152 Cal. Rptr. 528, 23 C.3d 274. 
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2. Cal. 1970. Return to writ or order to show cause alleges facts tending to establish legality of challenged 
detention and is analogous to a complaint while the traverse, and the petition where by stipulation or 
acquiescence it is treated as a traverse, is analogous to answer in civil proceeding and issues are thus joined. 

In re Saunders, 472 P.2d 921, 2 C.3d 1033, 88 Cal. Rptr. 633. 

3. Colo. 1966. If petition for habeas coipus is in proper form and shows on its fact that relief must be granted, 
providing allegations contained therein are true, the court must issue the writ; return must be made upon 
answer and return and petition then becomes Functus Officio. 

McNamara v. People, 410 P.2d 517, 159 Colo. 139. 

T. 85. — Evidence. 

85.1(1) — Presumptions. In general. 

1. Cal. 1964. Defendant seeking habeas corpus relief from conviction was required to be given benefit of 
every reasonable doubt as to whether statute under which he was convicted was applicable to him. 

West's Ann. Pen. Code, Secs. 602(1), 1487, subd. 1. 

In re Zerbe, 388 P.2d 182, 36 Cal. Rptr. 286, 60 C.2d 666, 10 A.L.R. 3d 840. 

2. Okl Cr. 1967. Error must affirmatively appear from the record and is never presumed in habeas coipus 
proceedings. 

Tuggle v. Page, 427 P.2d 439. 

85.1(2). — Validity and regularity of proceedings and judgment. 

1. Cal. 1965. On collateral attack, official docket entry must ordinarly be deemed to speak truth. 

In re Johnson, 398 P.2d 420, 42 Cal. Rptr. 228, 62 C.2d 325. 

*** 

2. Hawaii 1970. Where official record is silent, presumption is that defendant did not constitutionally enter 
his guilty plea voluntarily and understandingly. 

Wong v. Among, 477 P.2d 630, 52 Haw. 420. 

3. Mont. 1966. In habeas corpus proceedings, there is rebuttable presumption that official duty has been 
regularly performed, and that judicial record, when not conclusive, still correctly determines or sets forth 
rights of the parties. 

Tooker v. State, 420 P.2d 923, 147 Mont. 207. 

4. Okl.Cr. 1968. There is presumption in favor of regularity of trial court proceedings, and burden is on one 
attacking such proceedings by haveas coipus to show that there was irregularity sufficient to deprive court of 
jurisdiction to render judgment. 
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Daugherty v. State, 442 P.2d 349. 


5. Okl.Cr. 1968. The strong presumption in favor of legality of all proceedings leading to pronouncement of 
judgment and sentence regular on its face can only be overthrown by proof so clearly convincing that 
reviewing court will be bound to note from evidence that conviction was obtained without due process. 

Huckabay v. Page, 438 P.2d 645. 

6. Okl.Cr. 1962. Where a disputed question arises as to what occurred upon arraignment of one accused of 
crime, Court of Criminal Appeals will give great weight to recitations in the minutes of the trial court 
proceeding as to what occurred, and every presumption favors the regularity of the proceedings had in the 
trial court. 

Jackv. Raines, 373 P.2d271. 

7. Okl.Cr. 1962. Presumably proceedings before trial court are regular and one attacking proceedings has 
burden of showing irregularity sufficient to deprive court of jurisdiction to render judgment. 

Gourley v. Raines. 371 P.2d 520. 

8. Utah 1971. Although, before conviction, accused is entitled to presumtion of innocence and numerous 
protections afforded by law, after conviction, presumptions are in favor or regularity of proceedings and 
judgment, and burden of showing to the contrary is upon plaintiff who is attempting to upset judgment. 

Const, art. 2, Sec. 12; U.C.A. 1953, 77-1-8 to 77-1-10. 

Larrabee v. Turner, 480 P.2d 134, 25 Utah 2d 248. 

9. Nev. 1971. Executive warrant is presumed valid. N.R.S. 179.177-179.235. 

Marshall v. Sheriff,Clark County, 488 P.2d 1157, 87 Nev. 455. 

U. 85.2. — Burden of proof. 

85.2(1). In general. 

1. Cal. 1967. To secure habeas coipus relief, petitioner must allege and prove all facts upon which he relies 
to overturn judgment. 

In re Hawley, 433 P.2d 919, 64 Cal. Rptr. 831, 67 C.2d 824. 

2. Cal. 1966. Presumption of regularity attaching to judgment collaterally attacked places upon habeas corpus 
petitioner burden of proving that his conviction was based not upon constitutional but upon unconstitutional 
provisions of statute under which he was convicted. 

In re Carlson, 410 P.2d 379, 48 Cal. Rptr. 875, 64 C.2d 70. 

3. Cal. 1962. Petitioner for habeas coipus had burden of proof. 
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Ex parte Riddle, 372 P.2d 304, 22 Cal. Rptr. 472, 57 C.2d 848, certiorari denied 83 S.Ct. 261, 371 U.S. 914, 

9 L.Ed.2d 173. 

4. Mont. Burden of proof in habeas corpus proceeding is on petitioner, but burden shifts if petitioner makes 
out claim for relief. 

In re Hart, 583 P.2d411. 

5. Okl.Cr. 1968. Where petition for writ of habeas corpus is filed, burden is on petitioner to sustain 
allegations thereof; It is only when record and evidence reveal that judgment and sentence under which 
petitioner is being held are void that relief will be granted by habeas coipus. 

Goodwin v. Page, 444 p.2d 833. 

V. 85.3.—Admissibility. 

85.3(1). In general. 

**** See 2. above. 

1. Cal. 1966. Habeas corpus petitioner attempting to prove that his conviction was based not upon 
constitutional but upon unconstitutional provisions of statute under which he was convicted is not confined to 
evidence presented at trial but may resort to any necessary additional evidence bearing upon infringement of 
his rights. 

In re Carlson, 410 P.2d 379, 48 Cal. Rptr. 875, 64 C,2d 70. 

W. 85.4 — Weight and sufficiency in general. 

85.4(2). Degree of proof. 

1. Okl.Cr. 1962. Proof required to entitle petitioner to relief under habeas corpus petition charging 
deprivation of constitutional right must be clear and convincing. 

Huggins v. Raines, 372 P.2d 248, vacated 83 S.Ct. 1688, 374 U.S. 105, 10 L.Ed.2d 1027. 

**** See code immediate to magistrate. 

2. Utah 1971. Plaintiff in habeas corpus proceeding had burden of convincing trial court by preponderance of 
evidence that she was unlawfully incarcerated before she could obtain her freedom by means of writ. 

Farrell v. Turner, 482 P.2d 117, 25 Utah 2d 351. 

X. 85.5 — Criminal proceedings, weight and sufficiency. 

85.5(1). In general. 

1. Cal. 1974. Findings of Referee in habeas corpus proceeding by petitioner, claiming he had newly 
discovered evidence which would show him innocent of the offense of soliciting another to offer a bribe, to 
the effect that no new credible evidence had been discovered by petitioner undermining case presented at 
trial were amply justified by record. 
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In re Weber, 523 P.2d 229, 114 Cal. Rptr. 429, 11 C.3d 703. 


2. Idaho 1964. Showing was not sufficient to establish that trial judge was biased as to defendant. 

Freeman v. State, 392 P.2d 542, 87 Idaho 170. 

3. Mont. 1969. While Supreme Court does not hold one appearing before it pro se to strict conformance with 
all the rules, at same time there must be some credible reason shown for writ of habeas coipus, and petition 
for writ would be denied and proceeding would be dismissed where there appeared no justification for 
petitioner's complaint, which related to due process, equal protection and ineffective counsel. 

Petition of Dyer, 463 P.2d 895, 154 Mont. 499. 

4. Okl.Cr. 1962. If a disputed question arises on a habeas corpus proceeding as to what occurred upon trial of 
one accused of crime, great weight will be given to recitations of minutes of court proceedings. 

Cox v. Raines, 368 P.2d 862. 

Y. 90.—_. 

1. Okl. 1976. Right to immediate hearing on writ of habeas coipus should not be abrogated; it is an 
application for instant relief and should be heard with judicious promptness. 

12 0.S. 1971. Sec. 1333. 

Duncan v. Seay, 553 P.2d 492. 

2. Utah 1967. Under rule providing that upon filing of a complaint seeking a petition for habeas coipus unless 
it appears from the complaint that a plaintiff is not entitled to any relief, the court shall order the plaintiff 
brought before the court and shall proceed in a summary manner to hear the matter and render judgment 
accordingly, if a hearing is held, the plaintiff seeking the relief is entitled to be present and court should not 
proceed in a summary manner to hold a hearing in absence of plaintiff and his counsel. 

Rules of Civil Procedure, rule 65B(f)(3). 

Stinnett v. Turner, 434 P.2d 753, 20 Utah 2d 148. 

Z. 92. — In general. 

92(1). Scope and extent in general. 

1. Cal. 1979. Review on habeas corpus, unlike an appeal, is not limited to trial record. 

In re Lewallen, 590 P.2d 383, 152 Cal. Rptr. 528, 23 C.3d 274. 

2. Cal. 1975. In the usual instances, the inquiry on habeas corpus is limited to the face of the record, but in 
exceptional circumstances the Supreme Court may look to all proceedings below and even consider 
additional evidence outside the record, either in support of or against the petitioner's imprisonment. 

In re Demillo, 535 P.2d 1181, 121 Cal. Rptr. 725, 14 C,3d 598. 
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3. Cal. 1974. Habeas corpus will not serve as a second appeal, but habeas coipus jurisdiction does extend to 
test whether petitioner was deprived of a fundamental constitutional right. 

In re Foss, 519 P.2d 1073, 112 Cal. Rptr. 649, 10 C.3d910. 

4. Cal. 1970. Constitutionality of legislation is always open to challenge on habeas coipus. 

In re King, 474 P.2d 983, 90 Cal. Rptr. 15, 3 C.3d 226. certiorari denied California v. King, 91 S.Ct. 2249, 
403 U.S. 931, 29 L.Ed.2d 709. 

5. Colo. 1973. Validity of City Ordinance under which petitioner for habeas coipus was confined was not 
properly an issue which was before the court; the sole purpose of the hearing on the writ was to determine 
whether or not petitioner was illegally deprived of his liberty. 

McGill v. Leach, 505 P.2d 374, 180 Colo. 331. 

6. Colo. 1963. Sole function of writ of habeas coipus is to determine whether trial court had jurisdiction of 
person and offense and whether sentence imposed was within limits prescribed by law. 

Titmus v. Tinsley, 384 P.2d 728, 153 Colo. 96. 

7. Nev. 1966. The test of availability of the writ of habeas coipus is no longer confined to one jurisdiction, 
but has been expanded to allow presentation of questions of law that cannot otherwise be reveiwed or that are 
so important as to render ordinary procedure inadequate. 

State ex rel. Orsbom v. Fogliani, 417 P.2d 148, 82 Nev. 300. 

8. N.M. 1963. In habeas corpus proceeding challenging jurisdiction of court to enter judgment because of 
alleged fundamental error in denial of due process, Supreme Court's function was to determine whether on all 
the records before it petitioner was being unlawfully imprisoned as reault of a deprivation of his 
constitutional rights. 

Johnson v. Cox, 380 P.2d 199, 72 N.M. 55. 

9. Okl.Cr. 1966. Court of Criminal Appeals, in habeas corpus proceeding, only considers whether or not 
petitioner was denied any of his constitutional rights. 

Jackson v. District Court of Washita County, 415 P.2d 489. 

10. Okl.Cr. 1964. In habeas corpus proceeding, the Court of Criminal Appeals does not determine the 
sufficiency of evidence in support of a judgment and sentence; it confines its review to a determination of the 
lower court's jurisdiction of subject matter and person of petitioner and whether judgment and sentence were 
within its jurisdiction. 

Bennet v. State, 394 P.2d 650. 

11. Okl. Cr. 1963. Inquiry is limited in habeas coipus proceeding to whether court had jurisdiction of subject 
matter and of person and authority to pronounce judgment and sentence rendered. 
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Application of Karr, 384, P.2d 409. 


12. Utah 1968. On petition for habeas corpus administration of justice is best served by directing inquiry to 
foundational question: Was substantial justice done and has guilt been established? 

Brown v. Turner, 440 P.2d 968, 21 Utah 2d 96. 

13. Wash. 1975. Question on application for writ of habeas corpus is the legality of the detention, and the 
remedy where the detention is held, illegal is release, whether total or partial, absolute or conditional. 

Proll v. Morris, 534 P.2d 569, 85 Wash.2d 274. 

AA. 94. — Jurisdictional questions. 

1. Mont. 1965. Scope of court's inquiry in habeas corpus proceeding, collaterally attacking judgment and 
sentence under which petitioner is imprisoned, is limited to whether lower lower court had jurisdiction over 
person of petitioner, jurisdiction over offense with which petitioner was charged, and power to pronounce 
particular judgment and sentence. 

Petition of Williams, 399 P.2d 732, 145 Mont. 45. 

2. Okl.Cr. 1968. Habeas corpus does not determine guilt or innocence but only whether petitioner is 
restrained of his liberty by due process of law and if the sentencing court had jurisdiction to enter the 
judgment. 

Goodwin v. Page, 444 P.2d 833. 

BB. 101. — Arrest in civil actions and proceedings. 

For other cases see earlier editions of this digest and the decennial digests. 

CC. 106. — Commitment for contempt. 

For other cases see earlier editions of this digest and the decennial digests. 

DD. 111. — Discharge. 

111.(1). In general. 

1. Ariz. App. 1969. On review of criminal judgment of state court by habeas coipus, United States District 
Courts have power only to correct errors in judgment in state court by releasing defendant if violation of 
federally protected right has occurred. 

State v. Cumbo, 451 P.2d 333, 9 Ariz. App. 253. 

**** 

2. Okl.Cr. 1968. If it is adjudged in proper habeas coipus hearing that order of commitment was made 
without authority of law, person will be entitled to discharge from custody in order to preserve constitutional 
right of all persons not to be deprived of liberty without due process of law. 

In re Bishop, 443 P.2d 768. 
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Same as 92.(1) 13. 

3. Wash. 1975. Question on application for writ of habeas corpus is the legality of the detention, and the 
remedy where the detention is held, illegal is release, whether total or partial, absolute or conditional. 

Proll v. Morris, 534 P.2d 569, 85 Wash.2d 274. 

EE. 111(2). Notice. 

For other cases see earlier editions of this digest and the decennial digests. 

FF. 112. — Judgment or order. 

1. Cal. 1971. Superior court which issued writ of habeas corpus had authority to order that petitioner be given 
new trial in district where he had been convicted. 

West's Ann. Pen. Code, Secs. 1202, 1476, 1485, 1486. 

In re Crow, 483 P.2d 1206, 94 Cal. Rptr. 254, 4 C.3d 613. 

2. Inherent in power to issue writ of habeas corpus is power to fashion remedy for deprivation of any 
fundamental right. 

West's Ann. Pen. Code, Sec. 1484. 

In re Crow, 483 P.2d 1206, 94 Cal. Rptr. 254, 4 C.3d 613. 

GG. 113. — Appeal and error. 

113(1). Nature and form of remedy. 

1. Cal. 1971. Prisoner cannot assert any right to appeal denial of petition for writ of habeas coipus and his 
remedy lies in petition for habeas coipus to higher court. 

In re Crow, 483 P.2d 1206, 94 Cal. Rptr. 254, 4 C.3d 613. 

113(5 1/2). Presentation and reservation in lower court of grounds of review. 

1. Idaho 1969. Where accused's contentions that he was not taken before magistrate in county in which he 
was arrested were made for first time during argument on appeal, issues were not properly before Supreme 
Court. 

I.C. Sec. 19-615. O'Neill v. State, 452 P.2d 989, 92 Idaho 885. 

113(6). Requisites and proceedings for transfer of cause. 

1. Nev. 1975. Defendant's proper course of action after trial court denied habeas coipus relief prior to trial 
was to appeal from the order denying the petition within 15 days and not to wait until after his trial and 
conviction; by failing to appeal immediately, defendant waived any impropriety in trial court's order denying 
habeas relief. 
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N.R.S. 34.380, subd. 3. Nix v. State, 541 P.2d 1, 91 Nev. 613. 


113(8). Supersedeas or stay of proceedings. 

113(11). Hearing and rehearing. 

1. Ariz. App. 1967. Motion of petitioner appealing from denial of habeas corpus relief to submit his appeal 
for decision would be granted, where no answering brief had been filed and there had been no request for 
extension of time for filing of answering brief and Court of Appeals had entered no order granting extension. 

Franklin v. State ex rel. Eyman, 427 P.2d 551, 5 Ariz. App. 417, certiorari denied 87 S.Ct. 2036, 387 U.S. 
919, 18 L.Ed.2d 975. 

HH. 115. — Habeas coipus to review proceedings. 

1. Wyo. 1971. Petitioner dissatisfied with disallowance of application for habeas corpus by district court 
should apply for writ to Supreme Court. Foster v. Warden of Wyoming State Penitentiary, 489 P.2d 1166. 

11. 117. — Operation and efect of determination in general. 

117(1). In general. 

1. Ariz. App. 1969. Once a federal court upholds collateral attack on a judgment of conviction following a 
defendant's first state trial, decision of federal court becomes law of the case; further proceedings in any 
subsequent state trial based on same facts must be in conformity with habeas coipus decision. 

State v. Cumbo, 451 P.2d 333, 9 Ariz. App. 253. 

2. Cal. 1971. Doctrine of res judicata applies to superior court's final judgment granting relief in habeas 
coipus. 

In re Crow, 483 P.2d 1206, 94 Cal. Rptr. 254, 4 C.3d 613. 

3. Final order or judgment granting relief to petitioner on habeas coipus is conclusive determination that he is 
illegally held in custody, and is res judicata of all issues of law and fact necessarily involved in that pursuit. 

In re Crow, 483 P.2d 1206, 94 Cal. Rptr. 254, 4 C.3d 613. 

JJ. 120. — Subsequent applications. 

1. Cal. 1975. Ordinarily, where superior court denies writ of habeas corpus, its decision is nonappealable; 
however, petitioner may seek same relief by instituting habeas coipus proceedings in appellate court and new 
proceeding is not review of superior court determination nor are doctrines of res judicata or collateral 
estoppel applicable to preclude reassertion of arguments rejected in prior proceedings. 

West's Ann. Const, art. 6, Sec. 10. 

In re Richard M„ 537 P.2d 363, 122 Cal. Rptr. 531, 14 C.3d 783. 
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2. Cal. 1971. Doctrine of res judicata would not bar petitioner from seeking relief in habeas corpus after 
successive denials of his petitions. 

In re Crow, 483 P.2d 1206, 94 Cal. Rptr. 254, 4 C.3d 613. 

3. Colo. 1974. Doctrine of res judicata does not apply to habeas corpus proceedings or postconviction 
motions. 

Colo. R. Crim. P. rule 35(b). People v. Hubbard, 519 P.2d 945, 184 Colo. 243. 

4. Okl.Cr. 1968. Fact that habeas corpus petitioner was denied habeas corpus by district court and that there 
may have been irregular proceedings in such denial, did not add or subtract from any merit in original 
proceeding in Supreme Court for writ of habeas corpus, as such petition was not in nature of an appeal. 

Luttrell v. Freeman, 444 P.2d 857. 

111. Suspension of Remedy. 

A. Power to suspend in general. 

1. Colo. 1966. States have a positive duty to maintain the right to the writ of habeas coipus unimpaired if it 
exists in their jurisprudence as a post-conviction remedy. 

Const, art. 2, Sec. 21. 

Williams v. District Court of Eighth Judicial Dist. In and For Larimer County, 417 P.2d 496, 160 Colo. 348. 

2. Nev. 1978. Both United States Constitution and Nevada Constitution prohibit abolishment of habeas 
coipus. 


“habeas coipus” 


17 of 17 



Step 1 


in the district court of united States of America 
Article 111, Justice or panel 

Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction 
sitting with the powers of a circuit court in and for Garfield county, country of Montana 

refusal for cause, without dishonor 
original and exclusive jurisdiction 


People 

vs. 

Art Gallinger; 

Charles A. Phipps; 

Darrell Higgins; 

John Doe; 

Nickolas C. Mumion; 
state of Montana; 

county of Garfield; defendants in error 


) Docket No. CL-EWS-95-0020 

) in re: _ 

) 

) ss. Trial by peers, non-United States citizens 

) 

) Damages in excess of One Million Dollars 

) 

) 

) By affidavit of Ebert W. Stanton 

) 

) 


TO: legislative created tribunal Justice of the peace Art Gallinger, ministerial hearing officer under 
statutory jurisdiction in foreign law. 


I, Ebert W. Stanton, having just cause to make this affidavit as special appearance, special proceeding 
protecting and invoking my objections and exceptions for failure of the legislative created Justice of the 
peace court by and through its ministerial hearing officer Art Gallinger, hereby notify the said Art 
Gallinger of his violation of public oath of office through his non-disclosure to Ebert W. Stanton for 
waiver of extradition hearing which protects Ebert W. Stanton from double jeoapardy, and from non¬ 
waiver of trial de novo in the district court, meaning the district court before Article 111 Justices', meaning 
trial by peers, good and lawful men of good character, sometimes referred to as freeman character under 
“Holy Scriptures” in compliance with Acts 5:29. 

Art Gallinger either knew or should have known the extradition hearing breaks the disputable 
presumption invoked through silent judicial notice, and further breaks the non-disclosue of entry of 
evidence in foreign law. In short, for People of simple mind, it means the attorney general cannot base 
his “charge” upon a private claim founded in statutory construction, said statutory construction for so- 
called “offense” inclusive to removal from office. See MCA CD-ROM 1994 disk for offer of proof in 
our Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction. 

For the statutory defined “persons” who still cannot understand this remedy for the State in fact, Ebert 
W. Stanton, Know all men by these presents: “1, Ebert W. Stanton, do not waive either express or 
implied my extradition hearing causing removal for cause into the district court before a quorum of 
Justices' via procedendo in Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction to produce proofs of 
government requisition based upon a felony”. See the color of law MCA 46-30-401, coupled with the 
spirit and intent of INTERSTATE AGREEMENT ON DETAINERS based upon cooperative procedures 
at MCA 46-31-101. 


“refusal for cause” Page 1 of 30 



Special note for Art Gallinger: It is hereby commanded by our government warrant in the nature of quo 
warranto, release Ebert W. Stanton immediately, or upon your willful failure to obey this government 
warrant, a warrant of attachment will issue and apprehension could follow under Constitution of 
Montana mandatory and prohibitory provisions for our People in “other jurisdiciton”. 

This refusal for cause and removal for cause is true, correct and certain; and, “Again, you have heard it 
was decreed to the ancients, that you shall not perjure yourselves, but give up your vow to the Lord. But I 
tell you in short, Do not vow at all; not by heaven, for that is the throne of God; nor by the earth, because that 
is His footstool; nor by Jerusalem, for that is the city of the great King. Neither vow by your head, because 
you are not able to make a single hair white or black. But let your language be ‘Yes, yes’; ‘No, no’: for 
whatever exceeds these proceeds from evil.” 

“Holy Scriptures” Matthew 5:33 Ferrar Fenton 


teste:_ 

Ebert W. Stanton, sui juris, in and for Garfield county court, country of Montana, united States of 

America 


teste meipso this_day of_, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, 

through our Redeemer, Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

per curiam: _ 

LeRoy M. Schweitzer, Justice pro tempore 

notary public Seal: _ 

Rodney O. Skurdal, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately bonded. 

1, Rodney O. Skurdal, notary public in our County and State aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge the 
above described document as true, correct and certain, duly signed before me by the freeman character 

known to me as LeRoy M. Schweitzer, on this_, day of May, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Fees:_, Postage:_, Affidavit:_, 

Oath:_, Mileage:_, Misc:,_. 
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Step 2 


Garfield county court 

sitting with the powers of district and Circuit Court, both civil and criminal jurisdiction 
in and for Garfield county, country of Montana 
Common Law venue - - supreme Court 
original and exclusive jurisdiction 

writ of prohibition 

and affidavit of supersedeas bond with bona fide tender 

united States of America ) Docket No. CL-P-95-0023 

Montana state { organic } ) ss. before our Justices' pro tempore 

Garfield county ) in re: purported cause no. 


State of Montana vs. Edwin Clark and Ebert W. Stanton, inter alia 

TO: office of supreme Court clerk, c/o office of supreme Court Justices'; and, 

Justice Court; Montana Sixteenth Judicial District Court; Nickolas C. Murnion; Charles A. 
Phipps; Joseph P. Mazurek; John P. Connor, Jr.; State of Montana a corporation; County of 
Garfield a corporation; Darrell Higgins; Gladys M. Stanton; Gregory P. Mohr; Robert Phipps; 
John J. Pluhar; JoAnn Stanton; Charlotte Herbold; Art Gallinger; United States citizens; Billy B. 
Merlak, defendants. 

Our Justices' of the quorum pro tempore, hereby present our writ of prohibition upon the 
Legislative Assembly created tribunal Montana Sixteenth Judicial District Court and the 
Legislative Assembly created Justice Court in the County of Garfield of the state of Montana 
our supersedeas bond for the sum certain amount of One Million ( 1,000,000.00 ) dollars 
current credit money via Certified Bankers Check for simple contract specific performance in 
the Legislative Assembly created tribunals in relation to the special character of the parties' to 
prevent obstruction of justice and impairing the obligation of contract through parties' power to 
choose applicable law for redress of grievance concerning unlawful detainer via writ of habeas 
corpus ad faciendum et recipiendum with writ of certiorari in aid of habeas corpus now pending 
in our Circuit Court of Justice in and for Garfield county, country of Montana in our American 
national forum. 

The Montana Sixteenth Judicial District Court and the Justice Court of Legislative Assembly 
creation are hereby compelled by this writ of prohibition to cease and desist in their unlawful 
actions against the State in fact Edwin Clark and Ebert W. Stanton, until our writ of habeas 
corpus ad faciendum et recipiendum with writ of certiorari in aid of habeas corpus is heard and 
adjudicated before our Circuit Court Justices' in our Ninth Circuit and in our Tenth Circuit Court 
of necessity to prevent irreparable injury to innocent private parties'. 

This writ of prohibition has judicial Power and judicial Authority derived from our Constitution of 
Montana under Article III, section 29 and expressly reserved to our People under Article V, 
section 26 of said Constitution in compliance with our national Constitution at Article III wherein 
a State shall be Party in original and exclusive jurisdiction. 
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Certified copies of this writ of prohibition are attached to our writ of habeas corpus ad 
faciendum et recipiendum as duly served upon our Ninth Circuit Court Justices' and our Tenth 
Circuit Court Justices' respectively for their enforcement powers thereof. 

Affidavit by LeRoy M. Schweitzer 

I, LeRoy M. Schweitzer, having just cause to make this due presentment bona fide tender offer 
for supersedeas bond against writ of prohibition, writ of habeas corpus ad faciendum et 
recipiendum and writ of praecipe hereby attest and acknowledge the sum certain amount of 
One Million ( 1,000,000.00 ) dollars of current credit money placed as special deposit into court 
with our office of Garfield county treasurer forthwith, there to be placed into a special collections 
account drawing interest for the State in fact pending final judgment and final decree as duly 
performed by our Ninth Circuit Court Justices' and our Tenth Circuit Court Justices' pursuant to 
writ of praecipe via procedendo et loquela duly served upon said Justices' by our special 
appointed Marshal of necessity via our special appointed Prothonotary in Common Law venue, 
original and exclusive jurisdiction. 

This affidavit and the above writ of prohibition are true, correct and certain as lawfully docketed 
into our Garfield county court and our Ninth Circuit Court and our Tenth Circuit Court; and, 

“Again, you have heard it was decreed to the ancients, that you shall not perjure yourselves, but give up your vow to the 
Lord. But I tell you in short, Do not vow at all; not by heaven, for that is the throne of God; nor by the earth, because that 
is His footstool; nor by Jerusalem, for that is the city of the great King. Neither vow by your head, because you are not 
able to make a single hair white or black. But let your language be ‘Yes, yes’; ‘No, no’: for whatever exceeds these 
proceeds from evil.” “Holy Scriptures” Matthew 5:33 Ferrar Fenton 


teste meipso this_day of June, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, 

through our Redeemer, Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

per curiam:_ 

Daniel E. Petersen, Justice pro tempore, constitutional authority 
per curiam: 


Rodney O. Skurdal, Justice pro tempore, constitutional authority 
per curiam: 


LeRoy M. Schweitzer, Justice pro tempore, constitutional authority 
notary public Seal: 


Rodney O. Skurdal, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and 

privately bonded. 

I, Rodney O. Skurdal, notary public in our County and State aforesaid, hereby attest and 
acknowledge the above described document as true, correct and certain, duly signed before me 
by the Justices' pro tempore known to me as Daniel E. Petersen, Rodney O. Skurdal, and 
LeRoy M. Schweitzer, on this_day of June, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Fees:_, Oath:_, Postage:_, 

Affidavit:_, Mileage:_, Misc.:_. 

Step 3 

supersedeas bond to support writ of prohibition 
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Step 4 

in the district court of united States of America 
Article 111, Justice or panel 

Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction 
sitting with the powers of a circuit court in and for Garfield county, country of Montana 

writ of praecipe invoking writ of procedendo 


People 

vs. 

Art Gallinger; 

Charles A. Phipps; 

Darrell Higgins; 

John Doe; 

Nickolas C. Mumion; 
state of Montana; 

county of Garfield; defendants in error 


) Docket No. CL-EWS-95-0020 

) in re: _ 

) 

) ss. Trial by peers, non-United States citizens 

) 

) Damages in excess of One Million Dollars 

) 

) Supersedeas Bond 

) for deposit into Court, 

) through interest bearing account. 

) 


TO: JoAnn Stanton; Art Gallinger; Charles A. Phipps; Darrell Higgins; John Doe; state of Montana; 
county of Garfield; defendants in error. 

Greetings: 

We hereby command you, by this writ of praecipe to immediately deposit into special 
escrow interest bearing account, in any Bank, the attached certified Bankers Check for the sum certain 
amount of One Million Dollars of current credit money as supersedeas bond for writ of error coram 
nobis, said writ of error being heard via writ of procedendo before our Justices' pursuant to the course of 
the Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction invoked of necessity by the private party 
State in fact, Ebert W. Stanton in harmony with our Constitution of Montana and our national 
Constitution, guaranteed by your public oaths of office through your fidelity bonds purported to be upon 
public record in and for Garfield county, Montana state, united States of America. 

Please note for public Docket the minute, hour, day, month and year of entry of Bond, and send back to 
Ebert W. Stanton a true, correct and certain certified copy of same. 

Your failure to serve this writ of praecipe pursuant to your public oath of office in relation to the special 
character of the parties' will subject you and your surety to treble damages of the amount of this suit for 
the remedy presented in writ of error. Failure to obey this writ of praecipe subjects you to contempt of 
court and arrest warrant. 

Witness the seal of the district and circuit court the_day of_, 1995. 
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[ Seal. ] 


Clerk. 


of necessity by Prothonotary, 
teste this_day of June, 1995. 
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Step 5 

Musselshell county court 
Common Law venue, supreme Court 
sitting with the Powers of Circuit Court 
both civil and criminal jurisdiction in Law 
in and for Musselshell county, Montana state, united States of America 

People ex rel. Frank Ellena; 

Dale M. Jacobi; Justices' 
vs. 

JUSTICE COURT; 

MONTANA 16TH JUDICIAL 
DISTRICT COURT; 

County of Musselshell; 

State of Montana; 

Joseph P. Mazurek; 

Robert E. Mihalovich; 

Buzz Jones; 

Roy C. Rodeghiero; 

G. Paul Smith; 

John P. Connor, Jr.; 

Kelly Gebhardt; 

Mike Cooney; defendants. 

original and exclusive jurisdiction in Common Law venue 

writ of habeas corpus ad faciendum, subjiciendum, et recipiendum 
writ of certiorari in aid of habeas corpus 

Our Justices' of the quorum hereby make this writ of habeas coipus ad faciendum, subjiciendum, et 
recipiendum under our mandatory precept as expressly enumerated in our Constitution of Montana at 
Article III, section 29 in relation to Article III, section 21 concerning our writ of habeas coipus and 
directly in relation to the special character of the parties' wherein our Justices' of the quorum having 
notice and knowledge certified into our Court of Justice, a Court of Record in our county organized for 
judicial puiposes in our country of Montana, the Sovereigns, Fra nk Ellena and Dale M. Jacobi having 
duly expatriated from the res in trust to the District of Columbia coiporation United States, thereby 
having severed all commercial ties through cancellation of signature based upon findings of fraud in 
relation to forcible detainer, unlawful detainer, libel and slander to the express Right of Inheritance from 
our Mighty One, Yahweh, which the Sovereigns, the State in fact, Frank Ellena and Dale M. Jacobi have 
not waived either express or implied in their compliance with their faith to their Creator and in harmony 
with our supreme Law of the Land in our American national side of our Courts of Justice Common Law 
venue original and exclusive jurisdiction to the People. 

Our Justices' pro tempore by constitutional authority derived under Article III, section 26 of our 
Constitution of Montana and in harmony with the recognized Title 28, U.S.C. for the United States 
citizens/subjects which admits of our peculiar jurisdiction under their own Supreme Court Rules, “other 
jurisdiction” Rule 17.1 present into the forefront the mandate of our exclusive jurisdiction under Title 
28, U.S.C., section 1251 necessarily encompassing the spirit and intent of Article of amendment the 
Eleventh forbidding the United States citizens from invoking judicial power against the State, meaning 


) Docket #CL-P-95-0021 

) ss. appellate no._ 

) before our Justices' pro tempore constitutional authority 

) in re: purported cause no._as attached 

) Fed Ex. #_ 

) U.P.S. # _ 

) 

) 

) Special Bail: Certified Bankers Check 

) 

) 

) writ of prohibition as attached 

) writ of praecipe as attached 

) 

) 

) 
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Frank Ellena and Dale M. Jacobi wherein a State shall be Party under Article 111, judicial power of 
original jurisdiction in our one supreme Court, the Circuit Courts being merely an extension of said 
judicial Power and judicial Authority when mandated by the voice of the People through diversity of 
Citizens and through our division of the Courts. Our further authority to Notice our Circuit Court 
Justices' for Docketing for enforcement purposes is proven by Title 28, U.S.C. Rule 60 under choice of 
the suitor through independent action in the use of extraordinary writs of coram nobis before us as well 
as our exclusive writ of praecipe and its related writ of procedendo commanding our Justices' to make 
their rulings and command the legislative created inferior courts to abide by our writ of prohibition in 
recognizance or our special bound bailiffs through supersedeas bond as deposit in Court referenced in 
Title 28, U.S.C. Rule 67. Obstruction to this writ of habeas corpus ad faciendum, subjiciendum, et 
recipiendum will be treated as obstruction of justice and impairing the obligation of contract causing both 
the criminal side and the civil side of our Court of Justice being damaged in relation to the public oaths 
of office of our Justices' in our Ninth Circuit Court as above enumerated in the heading of our one 
supreme Court in and for Musselshell county, country of Montana, a separate and distinct venue and 
jurisdiction from the compact party state of Montana and its agency authority under the public policy 
political will limited liability municipal corporation United States. 

Title 28, U.S.C., Rule 302 applicability for State law rule of decision coupled with Montana Rules of 
Evidence 202 Common Law when mandated and other law, State Privilege Rule 501 for State Privilege 
under Common Law venue, Rule 1101 for division of our Courts of Justice original vs. appellate 
jurisdiction and Rule 301 for overcoming the presumption applicable to the special character of the 
parties' applies in this instant matter authenticated under Rule 902 ( 3 ) ( A ) (B)8&9 through judicial 
notice of foreign law under Rule 44.1 compelling our Justices' pro tempore to certify by affidavit to our 
Circuit Court Justices' conclusions in Law and conclusions of fact necessarily commanding said Circuit 
Court Justices' to concur and seal our writ of habeas coipus ad faciendum, subjiciendum, et recipiendum 
for the State in fact Frank Ellena and Dale M. Jacobi to testify before us by affidavit or otherwise in 
Common Law venue original and exclusive jurisdiction for removal for cause into our one supreme Court 
in and for Musselshell county in our country of Montana specially noticed for the Circuit Court Justices' 
under their own Title 28 U.S.C., Rule of evidence 44.1 under judicial notice of foreign law bringing our 
writ of habeas coipus ad faciendum, subjiciendum, et recipiendum into our original and exclusive 
jurisdiction for matters in Law to be heard before moving to matters of fact in a legislative created 
tribunal now unlawfully detaining the State in fact Frank Ellena and Dale M. Jacobi, contrary to our 
Constitution of Montana and repugnant to our national Constitution in direct relation to the special 
character of the Partys', Frank Ellena and Dale M. Jacobi wherein a State shall be a Party, People ex rel.. 

We further support our conclusions in Law through attached recent April 7th, 1995, Tenth Circuit Court 
order and judgment, Warren E. Ensminger v. The Farm Credit Bank of Wichita; et al., cause nos. 94- 
6415, 95-6417, WD. Oklahoma D.C. Nos. C1V-94-1038-R & C1V-94-1040-R, as mandate under our 
guarantee through Article of amendment the Ninth, Article of amendment the Tenth and Article of 
amendment the Eleventh of our national Constitution through certified constitutional question of 
diversity of Citizen in our division of our Courts, especially through our supreme Court Rules local 
publication attachment enclosed as an integral part of this prerogative writ. 

Wherefore: our Justices' pro tempore under constitutional authority having just cause hereby mandate our 
Ninth Circuit Court Justices' through our writ of praecipe as writ of covenant and bonded for the sum 
certain amount of One Million Dollars of Money collectable through bills of exchange Certified Bankers 
Check res judicata signed by one of our Justices' under Article IV, section 1 full faith and credit clause 
protected and guaranteed by our office of Comptroller of the Currency thereby compelling our Circuit 
Court Justices' both in Law and in equity to sign forthwith this writ of habeas corpus ad faciendum, 
subjiciendum, et recipiendum compelling the purported public officers, named defendants herein to make 
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due answer to this writ of habeas corpus ad faciendum, subjiciendum, et recipiendum within ten days of 
due service upon them, or judgment by default will be entered against the legislative created tribunals 
and its public policy corporation agents, and immediate release from unlawful detainer against the State 
in fact, Frank Ellena and Dale M. Jacobi will occur before our Justices' of the quorum, with enforcements 
via our national Circuit Court Justices' based upon a preponderance of the evidence, res judicata. 

Caveat 


By non-answer of the named defendants herein, any further actions committed against Frank Ellena and 
Dale M. Jacobi in the legislative created tribunals will be cause for warrant of attachment against the 
property of the named defendants herein, and warrants for apprehension of their bodies will be issued in 
compliance with our Constitution of Montana mandatory and prohibitory provisions, cognizable by 
public oaths of public officers, public servants notwithstanding in their corporation venue and 
jurisdiction. 

This writ of habeas corpus ad faciendum, subj iciendum, et recipiendum via writ of certiorari in aid of 
habeas corpus is true, correct and certain; and, “Again, you have heard it was decreed to the ancients, that 
you shall not perjure yourselves, but give up your vow to the Lord. But I tell you in short, Do not vow at all; 
not by heaven, for that is the throne of God; nor by the earth, because that is His footstool; nor by 
Jerusalem, for that is the city of the great King. Neither vow by your head, because you are not able to make 
a single hair white or black. But let your language be ‘Yes, yes’; ‘No, no’: for whatever exceeds these 
proceeds from evil.” “Holy Scriptures” Matthew 5:33 Ferrar Fenton 


Command to Ninth Circuit Court Justices' 

Fellow Justices' in our Ninth Circuit Court, by this writ of certiorari in aid of habeas coipus you have 
three days ( 72 hours ) to make your ruling in concurrence with our conclusions in Law and our 
conclusions of fact or show cause as to why you will not do so in compliance with our writ of covenant 
bonded of course by our sureties in and for Musselshell county court through deposit in Court. 

Order and Judgment 

We, the undersigned Ninth Circuit Court Justices' by leave granted by the Court, having just cause to 
make this order and judgment by the preponderance of the certified evidence duly served upon us by the 
Justices' pro tempore in and for Musselshell county court in their country of Montana, “other 
jurisdiction” as admitted by us in our own Supreme Court Rules, Rule 17.1 encompassing Article III 
judicial Power and judicial Authority inherent in the People via our own admissions in our Title 28, 
U.S.C., section 1251, and further protected for the Justices' pro tempore via our Article of amendment the 
Eleventh in our national Constitution, hereby concur in Law and in equity for issuance of writ of habeas 
coipus ad faciendum, subjiciendum, et recipiendum in relation to the special character of the Partys', 
Frank Ellena and Dale M. Jacobi based upon a preponderance of the evidence pursuant to our mandate to 
accept our own Title 28 Rules of Evidence 44.1, judicial notice of foreign law when duly presented via 
Common Law notary public under our own admitted Title 28, Rule of Evidence 902 (3) (A) (B) 8 & 9 
through certified affidavits of the Justices', hereby order the legislative created tribunals and its public 
servant agents to immediately produce by what warrant the corporation executive power has proved their 
lawful authority to extradite the Sovereigns, Frank Ellena and Dale M. Jacobi from the asylum state, 
meaning the organic Montana state, the republic State under Constitution of Montana into the compact 
party state of Montana and its voluntary jurisdiction based upon cooperative agreements. Absent any 
such voluntary agreement duly signed by the State in fact, Fra nk Ellena and Dale M. Jacobi, this Order 


“refusal for cause” Page 9 of 30 



and Judgment becomes declaratory judgment in favor of the Sovereigns Frank Ellena and Dale M. 
Jacobi, by our failure to object or to make contrary rulings based upon Constitution of Montana and our 
national Constitution through guarantees of Article VI, clause 2, coupled with Magna Charta chapter 61 
for reasons our Justices' are out of the realm. This order and judgment becomes final judgment and final 
decree as mandated by the Sovereigns Frank Ellena and Dale M. Jacobi, through due presentments by 
their fellow Justices' undersigned, immediately following and below our bona fide signatures compelled 
by public oath of office and a preponderance of the evidence, noting Montana Rules of Evidence 202 in 
puiported criminal process and concuring specially with the above presented Caveat . 

So done and ordered this_day of June, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, through our 

Redeemer, Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 


Ninth Circuit Court Justice: 

per curiam: 

Ninth Circuit Court Justice: 

per curiam: 

Ninth Circuit Court Justice: 

per curiam: 

Ninth Circuit Court Justice: 

per curiam: 

Ninth Circuit Court Justice: 

per curiam: 


per curiam: 
per curiam: 
per curiam: 
per curiam: 
per curiam: 


Justices' of the quorum, Daniel E. Petersen, pro tempore constitutional authority 


Justices' of the quorum, Dale M. Jacobi, pro tempore constitutional authority 


Justices' of the quorum, Fra nk Ellena, pro tempore constitutional authority 


Justices' of the quorum, Rodney O. Skurdal, pro tempore constitutional authority 


Justices' of the quorum, LeRoy M. Schweitzer, pro tempore constitutional authority 


notary public Seal:_ 

Rodney O. Skurdal, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately 

bonded. 

1, Rodney O. Skurdal, notary public in our County and State aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge the 
above described document as true, correct and certain, duly signed before me by the Justices' pro tempore 
known to me as Daniel E. Petersen, Dale M. Jacobi, Frank Ellena, Rodney O. Skurdal and LeRoy M. 
Schweitzer, on this_day of June, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Fees:_, Oath:_, Postage:_, Affidavit: 

_, Mileage:_, Misc.:_. 

Step 6 

writ of certiorari for removal is included in Step 5 habeas corpus 

Step 7 

Common Law Copyright 
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Affidavit of Expatriation 
by the Sovereign Daniel E. Petersen 

Montana {a foreign country from the District of Columbia} ) 

) ss. People in Montana TO: 

Petroleum county {comitatus} ) 

Office of the secretary of state, Mike Cooney, sec. 

Common Law Affidavit 
by Daniel E. Petersen 

In the name and by the authority of the People in Montana, this freeman character, Daniel E. Petersen 
being jus soli, jus sanguinis, jure coronae, sui juris character hereby attests under Common Law copyright 
his special character of freeman, owing no allegiance to the “res” in trust of the municipal coiporation 
a/k/a United States, by acts of congress “within” the United States, but on the contrary, I, Daniel E. 
Petersen, freeman character have secured, protected, defended, and guaranteed natural Law unalienable 
Right of Inheritance from Almighty God, through our Redeemer, Jesus the Messiah, the creator by the 
Alpha and the Omega in Holy Scriptures as in Genesis and Revelations, under our natural law, and by 
our unalienable Birthright, being of the white race of People of the Posterity a/k/a Israel, and by this 
Lawful Precept have made known publicly to all People of the Posterity in this country of Montana, and 
for our Courts of Justice record in this original, extraordinary, extra-judicial writ of proclamation, this 
freeman character Daniel E. Petersen hereby copyrights by our supremacy Common Law his corporal 
hereditaments, his corporeal hereditaments and his hereditary succession by Right of Inheritance from 

Almighty God, nunc pro tunc to the_ day of_, in the year of our Almighty God, 

through our Redeemer, Jesus the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred_, A.D.. 

The statements in this Common Law affidavit by the freeman character Daniel E. Petersen under our sole 
and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State are true, correct, and 
relevant to the best of my knowledge and belief; and, "But before all, my brethren, do not swear, 
nather by the heavens, nor by the earth, nor any other kind of oath: but la your yes be yes; and your 
no, no; so that you may not fall under a sentence " JAMES 5: 12 HOL Y SCRIPTURES 

WITH SPECIAL, EXPRESS AND EXPLICIT RESERVATION OF ALL GOD-GIVEN UNALIENABLE RIGHTS, 

WAIVING NONE EVER IN THIS COUNTRY OF MONTANA, IN AMERICA. 

teste meipso this_day of_, in the year of our Almighty God, 

through our Redeemer, Jesus the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D. 


Daniel E. Petersen,jus soli, jus sanguinis, jure corona, sui juris, 
FREEMAN CHARACTER IN LAW — in care of: 

Jurat in Law: _ 

Jurat in Law: _ 

Jurat in Law: _ 

teste this_day of_, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D. 

Step 8 

affidavit of special appointment Justices' in King's Bench 

Step 9 
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Musselshell county court 
office of clerk in our one Supreme Court 
original and exclusive jurisdiction 


TO: Office of the Court Clerk 


Contract Number Via: 

Cert. R.R.R._ 

FEDEX No._ 

UPS No. 


Dated 


, 1995 . 


Dear Clerk of Court: 

Enclosed is a Notice of Docketing for Enforcement Purposes, “Only” and an Order, both with the court 

caption_ 

please enter a proper Docket Number in the spaces provided, file stamp all copies of the Notice of 
Docketing for Enforcement Purposes, and the copies of this letter, as received and file your copies into 
your record; return both of our copies in the S.A.S.E. provided, and then hand deliver the Order to the 

proper Justice or judge to be signed.-Do Not File the Order before being signed by the Justice or 

judge. 


Thank you, 


Clerk of our one Supreme Court 

common law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction 


"k'k"k’k"k'k"k'k"k"k"k'k’k'k"k'k"k"k"k’k"k'k"k'k"k"k"k'k"k 

Docket 


In 


Court 


_ ) 

_ ) Judicial Docket No. 

Plaintiff(s) ) 

vs. ) Legislative Case No. 

_ ) 

_ ) 

_ ) 

Defendant(s) ) 


Notice of Docketing for Enforcement Purposes, “Only” 

People in and for the United States of America, for _ 

county, 
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_state, hereby gives the above captioned court a Notice of Docketing for 

Enforcement purposes, “Only” of the conclusions of Law and the finding of Facts having been heard and 
tried by Our Court at the “Common Law”, in order to guarantee due process of law to the freemen 

Character(s) known to us as_, 

so as to guarantee to every State a Republican Form of Government expressly worded in Article IV, 
section 4 of our national Constitution. 

Dated this_day of_, Nineteen Flundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 


Assistance of Counsel/Prothonotary 
See_Page(s) from Our Supreme Court attached. 




In 


Court 


_ ) 

_ ) Docket No. 

Plaintiff(s) ) 

vs. ) Case No. _ 

_ ) 

_ ) 

_ ) 

Defendant(s) ) 


Order 

1, the undersigned Justice or judge of the above captioned court, having received a Notice of Docketing 
for Enforcement Purposes “Only”, from the supreme Court of the People in and for the United States of 
America in our circuit court sitting in law in and for Garfield county, Montana state, hereby finds and 
orders that the above captioned court lacks Common Law Venue and Jurisdiction in Garfield county, 
Montana state, within the United States of America over the character of the party(s) known as 

_and therefore further Orders that Appellate 

Case No._filed in the above captioned court be dismissed for lack of Common 

Law venue and jurisdiction. 

So done and ordered this_day of_, 1995, A.D.. 


Justice or judge of above captioned court. 
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Dated this 


day of 


, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 


Assistance of Counsel/Prothonotary 
See_Page(s) from Our Supreme Court attached. 

"k'k"k‘k"k'k"k"k"k'k"k"k'k"k"k"k’k'k'k"k’k'k 

Step 10 

judicial notice of non-waiver of Common Law venue 
found in habeas corpus ( cum causa ) 

Step 11 

judicial notice of non-waiver of extradition hearing 
found in quiet title 

Step 12 

in the circuit and district court of the United States in and for Dewey county 
division of South Dakota in Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction 

Letter Rogatory 


United States of America ) 

South Dakota state ) ss. before our Justices' 

Dewey county ) special proceeding affidavit of Arnold G. Wiedmer 

IVbrrorandum i n Law 

In re: purported cause No. CR95-30029 

Greetings: involuntary special appearance, special proceeding in legislative created tribunal 
United States District Court for the District of South Dakota, Central Division 


I, Arnold G. Wiedmer, hereby present by special appearance special proceeding in 
Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction in our Court of Justice being a court of record 
via Common Law venue notary public and before our supreme Court in and for Dewey county invoking 
Article Ill, section 23 of our Constitution of South Dakota this affidavit in the form of letter rogatory 
directed to the legislative created tribunal United States District Court, District of South Dakota, Central 
Division and its officers concerning unalienable Right as duly contained in the spirit and intent of Article 
of amendment the Eleventh of our national Constitution in direct relation to matters concerning the 
expatriated private party Arnold G. Wiedmer in our country of South Dakota expressly not “within” the 
United States. 

The United States District Court for the District of South Dakota, Central Division, is a voluntary court 
upon the agreement of the parties' exercising no original nor compelling jurisdiction over the parties' 
even under their purported summons in a criminal case based upon a purported indictment against the 
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private party Arnold G. Wiedmer founded on matters before United States citizen/subjects thereby 
creating estoppel in said legislative created tribunal in compliance with non-waiver by Arnold G. 
Wiedmer of his protections and guarantees under Article of amendment the Eleventh of our national 
Constitution for the following reasons in Law: 

The hearing officer Mark A. Moreno acting without our special appointments would be necessarily an 
executive officer under prima facie proof of federal form 61 which states in effect said hearing officer 
will not strike against the United States while an employee thereof creating a conflict of interest in the 
voluntary appearance process under the presumption all People are necessarily statutory defined 
“persons”, either as a corporation or as effectively connected in the conduct of a trade or business within 
the United States, raising the question of whether the United States District Court, District of South 
Dakota, Central Division would proceed under 28 U.S.C. § 1746 (1) or under the alternative 28 U.S.C. § 
1746 (2), creating the need for judicial determination of our private People utilizing their unalienable 
Right under Article of amendment the Eleventh of our national Constitution, expressly not foederal, or in 
modem parlance federal, and specially, expressly and explicitly not waived by the private party Arnold 
G. Wiedmer duly expatriated from “within” the United States and not effectively connected in the 
conduct of a trade or business “within” the United States, nor a resident of the state of South Dakota. 

The United States District Court, District of South Dakota, Central Division purported indictment against 
Arnold G. Wiedmer fails for major compelling reasons contained in 28 U.S.C. § 1861 which recognizes 
two different classes of People who comprise a jury of peers, one being the more commonly used United 
States citizens/subjects who have a vested interest in the outcome of the case (conflict of interest, 
conflict of laws), and the other being a jury of peers, good and lawful men well learned in Law and 
necessarily expatriated from “within” the United States and its “other jurisdiction”. Even the United 
States District Court, District of South Dakota, Central Division fully recognizes their own Rule 17, 
Supreme Court rules “other jurisdiction” which provide for exclusive jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1251 
in our supreme Court in and for each and every county in our countries, meaning our several States of the 
union in America, the organic States, the Republic states expressly not the shadow states, nor compact 
party states nor Buck Act States of the United States under commercial nexus. Said Rule 17 of “other 
jurisdiction” also encompasses the spirit and intent of Article of amendment the Eleventh of our national 
constitution, creating not only a diversity of citizenship, but also the division of our Courts, meaning our 
American national side vs. the federal ( foederal ) side expressly for their own subjects/citizens/aliens 
created by acts of congress, said subjects not being able to question the validity of the public debt. The 
United States District Court, District of South Dakota, Central Division must prove no United States 
citizens sat on the purported grand jury who purportedly created an indictment against the private party 
Arnold G. Wiedmer protected in his Common Law venue in and for his respective county-court. If it will 
be found true United States citizens/subjects did participate in the purported grand jury indictment above 
mentioned, the indictment fails and plea in bar coram non judice becomes the menu in Common Law 
venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction not waived either express or implied by the private party 
Arnold G. Wiedmer under recognized United States codes U.S.C. 28 §§ 1602 through 1631, the latter 
creating the need for transfer to cure want of jurisdiction even after the Common Law venue is more fully 
adjudicated by certiorari in aid of habeas corpus, and upon discretionary denial of said certiorari an extra¬ 
ordinary writ of mandamus will issue by judicial writ from this quorum of Justices' sitting in special term 
time ex vi termini in our country of South Dakota organized by quoad hoc committee of necessity to 
prevent irreparable injury to innocent private parties'. Even Title 18, U.S.C., Rule 5, footnotes quotes on 
page 23 of the 1993 edition, “The state has no appeal from errors of law committed by a magistrate upon 
preliminary examination and the discharge on a preliminary would operate as an unchallengeable 
acquittal. It is noteworthy the statutory language for preliminary examination is habeas corpus. 
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Next in Rule 6 of same book on Title 18, U.S.C. concerning indictment and information is quoted, “(b) 
(1) Challenges. The attorney for the government or a defendant who has been held to answer in the 
district court may challenge the array of jurors on the ground that the grand jury was not selected, drawn 
or summoned in accordance with law, and may challenge an individual juror on the ground that the juror 
is not legally qualified.” Concurrence with Title 28, U.S.C., § 1861 through 1869. 

After Common Law venue is more fully adjudicated and established by non-waiver of the private party 
Arnold G. Wiedmer in and for Dewey county-court, causing the United States District Court, District of 
South Dakota, Central Division to lose its purported venue and other jurisdiction over the private party 
Arnold G. Wiedmer for reasons in law the United States attorney cannot furnish a full and complete 
discovery of the purported grand jury members who could have qualified as expatriated Citizens and 
even upon completion of such full discovery under Title 5, privacy act of congress, said United States 
citizens/subjects would be exempted from jury service under the Title 28, U.S.C. mandates supra 
through conflict of laws, thereby raising the question of federal common law which is more fully known 
as Uniform Commercial Code, expressly sections 1-105 conflict of laws, Private International Law, 
Negotiable Instruments Law, and its legal consequences as contained within section 1-103 through 
elements of fraud, coercion, duress, undue influence, misrepresentation, bankruptcy, law of contracts, 
principal and agent, estoppel and other validating or invalidating causes in this Common Law venue by 
territorial application of the act and parties' power to choose applicable law in their state of the forum by 
non-waiver of State Privilege and Immunities as recognized in Title 28 U.S.C., Rule 302, 501, and Rules 
of Evidence Miscellaneous Rules 1101 (a) (c) more fully contemplated under the footnotes as quoted in 
pertinent part under subdivision (a),"These various provisions do not in terms describe the same courts. 
In congressional usage the phrase “district courts of the United States,” without further qualification, 
traditionally has included the district courts established by Congress in the states under Article 111 of the 
Constitution, which are “constitutional” courts, and has not included the territorial courts created under 
Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2, which are “legislative” courts." Supported by a case opinion Hombuckle 
v. Toombs, 85 U.S. 648, 21 L. Ed. 966 ( 1873 ). This is why Rules of Evidence under Miscellaneous 
Rule 1101 (d) (2) Grand jury. Proceedings before grand juries., provide the exception under Rules of 
Privilege even though Title 28 spells the imperative word Privilege with a small case p. So the astute 
reader of this affidavit will look to Black's Law Dictionary, Fifth Edition and purview the two different 
classes of People, by special effect of capitalization on the words Privileges and Immunities. The law of 
the alien ( corporation ) is separate and distinct from this peculiar jurisdiction under our Common Law 
venue by our supreme Law of the Land, Article VI, clause 1 and 2 and a fortiori Magna Charta chapter 
61. 

Considering the above startling expose of Title 28 and Title 18, the private party Arnold G. Wiedmer 
through his able assistance of counsel under private contract as a matter of unalienable Right presents 
further Article of amendment the Fourth, right of privacy which said violations by the aliens was a felony 
with three year prison terms in earlier statutes in the territory of Montana law prior to 1889, causing of 
necessity and without recourse to Arnold G. Wiedmer his express non-waiver of said vested fundamental 
unalienable Right. By this non-waiver of right of privacy the purported indictment of the United States 
District Court, District of South Dakota, Central Division fails for substantive non-compliance with their 
own rules in the fact no warrant was issued upon a Trust, nor co-trustees of any trust established under 
Common Law venue which expressly forbids the title of nobility United States and its non-registered 
foreign agents from asserting a claim against said Trust, and by this very fact these Justices' have looked 
through the looking glass and see fraud upon the Court created by the United States attorney who has 
failed to state a claim upon which relief could be granted in a legislative created tribunal under acts of 
congress in relation to the special character of the class of People by diversity of citizen, and division of 
the Courts. The United States attorney has failed to prove by grand jury of peers an indictment which 
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could circumvent the substantive right of privacy enjoyed by the private party Arnold G. Wiedmer in his 
Common Law venue, specially invoking original and exclusive jurisdiction in our supreme Court in and 
for Dewey county, country of South Dakota and by our own Rules not subject to objection by anyone of 
any character whatsoever as in Title 5, U.S.C., sections 701 through 703 via declaratory judgments by 
reliance upon extra-ordinary writ of mandamus, writ of prohibition, and writ of habeas coipus even 
without the aid of certiorari in aid of the appellate supreme court justices' who fail to see and hear our 
supreme Law of the Land. 

Continuing on with the above succinctly stated causes of action and unalienable Right possessed by the 
private party Arnold G. Wiedmer, Article of amendment the First comes to the forefront by right of 
freedom of association, simple contract law, and express prohibitions on the United States via titles of 
nobility, impairing the obligation of contract and ex post facto law, which also would encompass the bill 
of attainder against the private party Arnold G. Wiedmer in his country of South Dakota exempt from the 
United States and its non-registered foreign agents owing allegiance to a foreign prince and power, 
subordinated to the position of the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer. 

If the above due presentments non-waived by the private party Arnold G. Wiedmer in his Common Law 
venue original and exclusive jurisdiction in Dewey county court are violated by agents of the United 
States, certiorari for suspension of our American national Constitution would become imperative with 
direct review in the Eighth circuit by special leave granted by this Court wherein a State shall be a party 
in a Court of first and last resort under our supreme Law of the Land through remedy contained in 
Chapter 61 of Magna Charta. 

Remedy is by habeas corpus, immediate release of the political prisoner Arnold G. Wiedmer upon service 
of this special proceeding upon the delinquents, non-registered foreign agents of the United States by our 
special Marshal sitting at the pleasure of this Court of Justice, Article 111 jurisdiction by special 
appointments of necessity and without recourse in our Common Law venue, under our supreme Law of 
the Land. 

This affidavit is true, correct and certain; admitted under Rule 44.1 Judicial Notice of Foreign Law; and, 

“But before all, my brethren, do not swear, neither by the heavens, nor by the earth, nor any other 
kind of oath; but let your yes be yes; and your no, no; so that you may not fall under a sentence.” 
“Holy Scriptures” James 5:12 Ferrar Fenton 

Further this Affiant sayeth naught: 

per curiam, _ 

Arnold G. Wiedmer, sui juris, in Dewey county court, in our country of South Dakota, in 
these several States in this union in America, under organic law, not waived 
either express or implied by the Sovereign. 

per curiam:_ 

, Justice by special appointment in our country of South Dakota, 
American national forum, Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction 

per curiam:_ 

, Justice by special appointment in our country of South Dakota, 
American national forum, Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction 

per curiam:_ 

, Justice by special appointment in our country of South Dakota, 
American national forum, Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction 
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Attestation: 

Evidence 


by special appointment notary public as in Rule 902 3(A)(B)8&9 Rules of 
Title 28, U.S.C. 

1, , duly appointed, commissioned, and privately bonded notary 

public in our country of South Dakota in the county aforesaid hereby attest and acknowledge the law as 
presented by the Sovereign, fellow Justice free inhabitant known to me as Arnold G. Wiedmer, and the 
facts as more particularly described throughout this special proceeding which are exempt from the Title 
28 U.S.C. Rules by their very own admittance in Rule 81, special proceedings which are prosecuted by 
affidavit of the Sovereign. 

Fees: _ 

Oath:_ 

Affidavit 
Postage: 

Mileage: 

Misc: 


cc: Supreme Court record 

other interested Private Interventionists 


Step 13 


in our Supreme Court 

Montana state ) 

Ravalli county ) ss. State of Montana Before Justice_ 

vs. 


American National record_ 

Volume,_ 

non-domestic mailing location; 
Dewey county court 


In the name and by the authority of the People in and for Ravalli county, 
to our special appointed Marshal, or Constable(s) in and for Ravalli county, 

Greeting: 

We command you that you attach _ and bring 

him/her forthwith personally before our Supreme Court held in and for our Ravalli county, on the 

_day of_, 1995, at_o'clock in the forenoon, 

at our county-court house, to answer unto us for certain trespasses and contempts against us in not 
obeying his/her public oath of office in the furtherance of his/her abuse of process, acts of tyranny, 

obstruction of justice at our Court hearing to be held by us on the _ day of 

_, 1995, in our Supreme Court, Ravalli county, Hamilton, Montana state, united 

States of America before said court, to testify in a trial for perjury, tyranny, obstruction of justice and 
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treason, inter alia, on the part of the People in our State of Montana; and you are further commanded to 
detain him/her in your custody until he/she shall be discharged by our said court; and have you then there 
this writ. 

Witness,_, Justice of said court, at the county-court house in 

the town of Hamilton in said county, the_day of April, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

_, Justice 


or in the alternative Prothonotary. 

Affidavit filed for record by the special grand jurymen, summoned by our elisors. 

Allowed this_ day of April, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D. 


Justice of the peace of said Court, 

Step 14 

Instructions for filing and public recording 

U.C.C. -1 form-1. ( Warrant of Attachment ) 

U.C.C. - 4 private security agreement “True Bill” . 2. (Pleading or Complaint) 

U.C.C. - 3 assignment forms- 3. (Writ of Execution ) 

1. Type or handwrite the U.C.C. -1 form pursuant to sample form included marking your form at the top 
“non-standard, non-negotiable” since it is private, not subject to public policy; 

2. For the debtors Tax l.D. or Identification number use the certified mailing number if you do not 
know the debtors social security number or T.l.N. number; 

3. Your initial presentment should consist of the following; 

a) the U.C.C. -4 private security agreement “True Bill”, usually three or four pages of confessions ; 

b) the U.C.C. -1 non-standard, non-negotiable form. 

• You keep the originals and send true and correct copies to the debtor. 

4. ( Optional) Place a sticky note on the U.C.C. -1 form and on the U.C.C. -4 form instructing the debtor to sign 
by your marked red X, which is the lower left hand corner of the U.C.C. -1 form and at the “Attestation” line for 
the U.C.C. -4 private security agreement “True Bill”; 

5. Instruct the debtor to return the forms signed within the ten ( 10 ) day courtesy time limit, making sure to keep a 
copy of their green card so you can prove they received the service of the forms; 

6. Mark the date the debtor received his presentment, and then give him ten days plus three ( 3 ) days grace period 
before you enter his default upon public record; 

7. If the debtor fails to sign the forms within the above time limit, you then sign for him by accommodation / surety 
/ guarantor signature through use of U.C.C. § 3-415, making you the bonding agent in fact for the delinquent; 

8. You should print the debtors name, his wife or husband name, you sign your name under the secured party at the 
bottom right hand corner of the U.C.C. -1 form, and at the bottom of the U.C.C. - 4 form by “Acknowledgment”. 
After they default you sign your name for them at the bottom left hand corner of the U.C.C. -1 form. It is your 
choice whether or not to have a notary sign your original presentment, and if you choose not to use a notary you 
could still use Common Law witnesses after the clerk and recorder refuses to file and record your instrument 
publicly; 

9. You should sign the U.C.C.-l form “without recourse” and set by accommodation/surety/guarantor signature 
of necessity “without prejudice” U.C.C. § 1-207; 
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10. After you make the default public on the U.C.C. - 1 form and U.C.C. - 4 form, you can then move on to the 
U.C.C. -3 form of “full assignment" or “partial assignment”; 

11. You must publish your default on the U.C.C. -1 and U.C.C. -4 form one time a week for three consecutive weeks 
to satisfy Common Law judgment, “nihil dicit” which means “he says nothing”; 

12. After the three week publication get a true and correct certified copy of “affidavit of publication” from the 
newspaper publisher and file for public record this publication at the county clerk and recorder in your 
respective county; 

12 (a). After the entry of default for your three week publication, publish a “Notice and Opportunity to Contest 
Judgment” one time only, giving the delinquent 72 hours to answer, creating res judicata upon the matter; 

13. Keep an original copy of all your instruments in your private possession and attach all certified mailing receipts 
for proof if needed at a later time; 

14. After your publication and public filing for record is complete you can tender your perfected securities to any 
bank or broker as collateral for special private collections. This is another area with many options and 
instructions much too lengthy for this sample instruction. 


Step 15 


Musselshell county court 

country of Montana 
Common Law venue - - supreme Court 

sitting with the Powers of a district and circuit court in and for Musselshell county 
original and exclusive jurisdiction 

united States of America ) 

Montana state { organic } ) ss. before our Justices' pro tempore 


Musselshell county ) 
Garfield county ) 

Fergus county ) 

Petroleum county ) 

Gallatin county ) 

Justus Township ) 


TO: office of supreme Court clerk, c/o office of supreme Court Justices'; and. 

In re: “other jurisdiction” 


Defendants: attorney general, county attomey(s), office of county sheriff, office of secretary of 
state, office of governor, office of county assessor; office of county auditor; office of county treasurer; 
office of United States attorney, office of United States attorney general, Joint Chiefs of Staff, National 
Guard, office of state auditor; State Bar Association; Commission on Practice; all Senators; all 
Representatives; Senate Judiciary Committee; office of President; office of Solicitor General; office of 
special Consular; all legislative created judicial district courts; all legislative created Justice of the peace 
courts; all municipal courts; all United States District Courts; all federal judges; all circuit court Justices'; 
all administrative agencies; all non-registered foreign agents; Secret Service; Central Intelligence 
Agency; Central Intelligence Division; Federal Bureau of Investigation; INTERPOL; Federal Reserve 
Banks; Federal Reserve System; Federal Reserve Corporation; United States Bureau of Internal Revenue; 
United States Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms; United States secretary of state; Army Reserve; 
United Nations, United States citizens. 
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Quiet Title by affidavit of 

Dale M. Jacobi, LeRoy M. Schweitzer, Daniel E. Petersen, Rodney O. Skurdal, Richard E. Wilson, 

sui juris 

Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction as provided under 
Article V, section 26 of our Constitution of Montana 

We, the undersigned Dale M, Jacobi, LeRoy M. Schweitzer, Daniel E. Petersen, Rodney O. Skurdal, 

Richard E. Wilson, having just cause for Quiet Title cause of action in Common Law venue, original 
and exclusive jurisdiction hereby make this affidavit in special proceedings without recourse in our 
supreme Court against the named defendants above enumerated and described and any other private 
parties' who may have any lawful reasons for private ownership of private property rightfully owned by 
the State in fact, the undersigned in Musselshell county, Garfield county, Petroleum county, Fergus 
county, Gallatin county, country of Montana, in these several States of our Nation in America, said 
private property more fully described to wit: 

All coiporal hereditaments, all corporeal hereditaments, all hereditary succession, all private land, all 
private property, all personal judgments as published in local newspapers in our country of Montana, 
united States of America. 

The above named and described private property Rightfully owned and possessed by the State in fact, the 
undersigned, is hereby forever placed upon public notice of no trespass by failure of the above named 
defendant parties' to state a claim upon which relief could be granted or proving their document of title 
which could be superior to the lawful Right, title, ownership and possession claimed by the State in fact, 
the undersigned in our supreme Court sitting with the powers of a district and circuit court in and for 
Musselshell county in our country of Montana, a separate and distinct venue and jurisdiction from the 
United States and the compact party state of Montana. 

Notice of non-waiver of Extradition 

Pursuant to the binding specific performance and legal effect against public hirelings enumerated in 
Montana Code Annotated and United States Codes against public officers, public employees, public 
servants and non-registered foreign agents as contained in their own statute/merchant contract concerning 
extradition process to their “other jurisdiction”; Know all men by these presents: The State in fact, Dale 
M, Jacobi, LeRoy M. Schweitzer, Daniel E. Petersen, Rodney O. Skurdal, Richard E. Wilson, will 
not waive either express or implied his/their Article IV, section 4 guarantee to a Republican Form of 
Government for extradition into the United States especially upon the knowledge the attorney general 
cannot base his executive power for enforcement on a private claim as found at MCA 46-30-401 quoted 
for all freemen characters' who have eyes to see and ears to hear; “When the return to this state of 
a person charged with a crime in this state is required, the prosecuting attorney shall 
present to the government ( governor ) his written application for a requisition for return 
of the person charged. The application shall state the name of the person charged, the 
crime charged against him, the approximate time, place, and circumstances of its 
commission, and the state in which he is believed to be, including the location of the 
accused therein at the time the application is made. It shall certify that in the opinion of 
the prosecuting attorney the ends of justice require the arrest and return of the accused 
to this state for trial and that the proceeding is not being instituted to enforce a private 
claim.” 


Caveat 
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Pursuant to this no-trespass by express and explicit non-waiver of extradition in our country of Montana, 
the State in fact, the undersigned with aid of our posse, will make immediate arrest upon any officer from 
“other jurisdiction” who attempts to make unlawful arrest or trespass upon the State in fact or my/our 
private property based upon a private claim prosecuted by the attorney general and his non-registered 
foreign agents, no exceptions, for speedy trial in our one supreme Court, Musselshell county court, 
country of Montana, united States of America through lawful authority of Constitution of Montana at 
Article V, section 26, and by our published Rules of our supreme Court. 

Trial by jurymen of peers in our supreme Court in Common Law venue, original and exclusive 
jurisdiction is preserved by special, express and explicit reservation of all unalienable Rights for the State 
in fact, the undersigned under our Constitution of Montana as was duly adopted in the year of Eighteen 
Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D., with no exceptions, and no titles of nobility in our supreme Court. 

All answers will be made by the real party in interest; no corporation legal fictions nor representative for 
said legal fictions will make response to this special, express and explicit quiet title cause of action in 
Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction in our supreme Court in and for Musselshell 
county in our country of Montana. 

Failure of any private party to make proof of document of title superior to the State in fact Dale M. 
Jacobi, LeRoy M. Schweitzer, Daniel E. Petersen, Rodney O. Skurdal, Richard E. Wilson, will be 
forever barred from making any claim in any manner whatsoever to the private property duly presented in 
this Common Law venue quiet title cause of action. All private parties attempting to trespass on said 
private property owned by the State in fact, Dale M, Jacobi, LeRoy M. Schweitzer, Daniel E. Petersen, 
Rodney O. Skurdal, Richard E. Wilson, in the future will be summarily arrested with appropriate 

punishment commensurate with the crime and circumstances. Thus done and dated this_day of 

June, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

These public presentments by Dale M. Jacobi, Daniel E. Petersen, Rodney O. Skurdal, Richard E. 

Wilson, and LeRoy M. Schweitzer are true, correct and certain; and, “Again, you have heard it was decreed to 
the ancients, that you shall not perjure yourselves, but give up your vow to the Lord. But I tell you in short, Do not vow at 
all; not by heaven, for that is the throne of God; nor by the earth, because that is His footstool; nor by Jerusalem, for that 
is the city of the great King. Neither vow by your head, because you are not able to make a single hair white or black. But 
let your language be ‘Yes, yes’; ‘No, no’: for whatever exceeds these proceeds from evil.” “Holy Scriptures” 

Matthew 5:33 Ferrar Fenton 

teste meipso this_day of June, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, 

through our Redeemer, Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

per curiam:_ 

Dale M. Jacobi, sui juris, Justice in and for Musselshell county court 
country of Montana, in these several States in our Nation in America. 

per curiam:_ 

Daniel E. Petersen, sui juris, Justice in and for Petroleum county court 
country of Montana, in these several States in our Nation in America. 

per curiam:_ 

Rodney O. Skurdal, sui juris, Justice in and for Musselshell county court 
country of Montana, in these several States in our Nation in America. 

per curiam:_ 

Richard E. Wilson, sui juris, Justice in and for Fergus county court 
country of Montana, in these several States in our Nation in America, 
per curiam:_ 
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LeRoy M. Schweitzer, sui juris, Justice in and for Gallatin county court 
country of Montana, in these several States in our Nation in America. 


notary public Seal:_ 

Rodney O. Skurdal, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately bonded. 

1, Rodney O. Skurdal, notary public in our County and State aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge the 
above described document as true, correct and certain, duly signed before me by the freemen characters' 
known to me as Dale M. Jacobi, Daniel E. Petersen, Rodney O. Skurdal, Richard E. Wilson and LeRoy 
M. Schweitzer, on this_, day of June, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Fees:_, Postage:_, Affidavit:_, 

Oath:_, Mileage:_, Misc:,_. 
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in our supreme court 
before the Justices' 

United States of America ) 

Montana state { organic } ) ss. common law venue 

Musselshell county ) original and exclusive jurisdiction 

In re: Gregory P. Mohr bogus judgment, lack of in personam jurisdiction 


Notice to Join in Error 


Our supreme court justices' send GREETINGS TO: Defendants herein. 

YOU ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED that the defendants in error in this cause are hereby required to join in error 
in three days after service of a copy of the assignment of errors and of this notice, and unless you appear in our said 
supreme court on the_day of_, 199_, the cause will be heard in your absence. 

Witness our seal of our supreme court justices' on this_day of_, 199_. 

| Seal. ] _, 

Clerk. 




court of common law, our Supreme Court 
in Garfield county 
before our Justices’ 


Edict 

United States of America ) 

Montana state {organic } ) ss. Judicial Notice 

Garfield county ) Memorandum in Law 

Justus Township ) 

in re: State vs. Nickolas C. Mumion, Gladys M. Stanton, Gregory P. Mohr et alia., 

per curiam: _ 

justice LeRoy M. Schweitzer, sui generis 
in personam, in care of HC 60 Box 16 
Brusett, Montana state, U.S. of A. 

By Affidavit in common law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction, ex parte: 

1, LeRoy M. Schweitzer, having just cause to make this common law venue affidavit in our Supreme Court 
in Garfield county, as offer of proof to the delinquents, Nickolas C. Mumion, Gladys M. Stanton, Gregory P. 
Mohr, and many others of ill repute, present the following excerpts from various sources, by the judicial 
power and judicial authority vested in me by our certified true and correct handwritten Constitution of 
Montana, the enabling act, our organic law, Magna Charta, CD-ROM 1994 disk of MCA, Bouvier’s Law 
Dictionary, Black’s Law Dictionary, Websters 1828 Dictionary, Murfree Justices Practice and Holy 
Scriptures . 

By mandatory and prohibitory provisions contained within Article V, section 26 of our Constitution of 
Montana, and in relation to the class of inhabitant the following proofs of our Supreme Courts in their 
respective counties, as well as our offices of Justice of the Peace in our Justices’ Courts, and our office of 
constable, and special constables inter alia, will be sufficiently presented for even the most jaded mind to 
comprehend, fraternal organization State Bar of Montana notwithstanding. 

Appointments, seals, and seats of government 

Constitution of Montana, 1889, Article XX, section 6, is quoted; Upon a change from Territorial to State 
government the seals in use by the Supreme Court and the Territorial District Courts in and for the several 
counties respectively, shall pass to and become until otherwise provided by law, the seals respectively, of 
the Supreme Court and of the District Courts of the State in such counties. 

In the above corrected version as contained in our original handwritten Constitution of Montana, a private 
party readily grasps the intent by the use of the proper capitalization, as well as the plural in respect of seals 
and counties. Even the more modem English teachers should grasp this foundational presentment without 
added emphasis in this memorandum. 

Under the heading “MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS” at section 25, is quoted; “The Supreme and District 
Courts shall be courts of record.” In the newer versions of the Constitution of Montana, i.e., the copy 
published in 1966, this same quote is; “The supreme and district courts shall be courts of record.” 
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Notice the effect of capitalization, reversing the intent of the founding fathers who knew our People were 
the Nobility, over and above their appointed public officers who take the public oath to prohibit titles of 
nobility from entering into our State. This particular section provides an exception for our Justices of the 
Supreme Court where they shall reside, but all other officers shall reside during their term of office in the 
District, County, Township, Precinct, City or Town for which they may be elected or appointed. Again, 
the sample copy of the 1966 Constitution of Montana reverses the intent by failure to capitalize, i.e. district, 
county, township, precinct, city or town. 

At Article IX, interesting changes were made to the original handwritten Constitution of Montana, by 
deleting the word “male” at the start of Section 2., between the word “Every” and “person”. Also, just after 
the phrase “submitted to the vote of the people:” the changers inserted the words “or electors”. The intent 
here was to create two different classes of people who could choose officers, changing the original intent of 
our self-governing State. A gross error was the insertion of a totally separate class of voter, by the insertion 
of this phrase ( see quote ) which is completely missing from the original handwritten Constitution of 
Montana. “If the question submitted concerns the creation of any levy, debt or liability the person, in 
addition to possessing the qualifications above mentioned, must also be a taxpayer whose name appears 
upon the last preceeding completed assessment roll, in order to entitle him to vote upon such question. ” 

This above presentment proves the two different classes of people, which created the two different forms of 
government, the latter style or class being the self-proclaimed democracy, diametrically opposed to our 
State. The intent was to expand the word “person” to mean corporations or aliens, but not make it mean at 
all times the same intent, as this would then be an act of treason, forcing our People to become a “person”. 

Article V, Section 26 is quoted in pertinent part: “The Legislative Assembly shall not pass local or special 
laws in any of the following enumerated cases, that is to say: regulating county or township affairs; 
regulating the practice in Courts of Justice; regulating the jurisdiction and duties of Justices of the peace, 
police magistrates or constables; changing the rules of evidence in any trial or inquiry; providing for changes 
of venue in civil or criminal cases; for limitation of civil actions; summoning or empaneling grand or petit 
juries; for the punishment of crimes; for the assessment or collection of taxes; changing the law of descent; 
creating offices, or prescribing the powers or duties of officers in counties, cities, township or school 
districts;”-. 

This above mandatory and prohibitory provision in our Constitution of Montana secures to our People their 
sole and exclusive right of governing themselves as a free sovereign and independent State, covered in 
Article III, section 2., and expressly protected by Article III, section 29. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Transition Schedule, Mont. Const.—Compiler’s Comment 

Section 12. Local and Special Legislation. The legislature shall not pass a special or local act when a general 
act is, or can be made, applicable. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 1-2-111. Effect of code on special, local, and private statutes. 
Nothing in this code affects any of the provisions of any special, local, or private statutes; but such statutes 
are recognized as continuing in force notwithstanding the provisions of this code, except so far as they have 
been repealed or affected by subsequent laws. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. V, sec. 12, Mont. Const.—Case Note 

Limitation to Included Group at Passage: A statute that limits its operation to those who are within its 
provisions at the time of its passage or within a limited time thereafter is special legislation, forbidden by 
Art. V, sec. 26, 1889 Mont. Const. Roberts v. Hosking, 95 M 562, 28 P2d 199 (1933). 
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1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. V, sec. 12, Mont. Const.—Case Note 

“Special Law”—Defined: A special statute within the meaning of Art. V, sec. 26, 1889 Mont. Const., 
forbidding such legislation, is one which relates to particular persons or things of a class or one made for 
individual cases and for less than a class or one which relates and applies to particular members of a class 
either particularized by the express terms of the act or separated by any method of selection from the whole 
class to which the law might, but for such limitation, be applicable. State ex rel. Powell v. St. Bank of 
Moore, 90 M 539, 4 P2d 717 (1931); State ex rel. Redman v. Meyers, 65 M 124, 210 P 1064 (1922). 

Class; n. Classes are natural or artificial; natural, when founded on natural relations, or resemblances; 
artificial, when formed arbitrarily, for want of a complete knowledge of natural relations. Martyn. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. V, sec. 12, Mont. Const.—Case Note 

Purpose of Provision: The object of Art. V, sec. 26, 1889 Mont. Const., against special or local laws is to 
prevent a diversity of laws relating to the same subject. Arps v. St. Highway Comm’n, 90 M 152, 300 P 549 
(1931), overruled on other grounds in Burgan & Walker v. St. Highway Comm’n, 114 M 459, 137 P2d 663 
(1943). 

Diversity; n. 3. Distant being, as opposed to identity. Locke. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. V, sec. 12, Mont. Const.—Case Note 

Special Statute—How Determined: Determination of the question whether a statute is special depends not 
upon what it includes but upon what it excludes. State ex rel. Redman v. Meyers, 65 M 124, 210 P 1064 
(1922). See also State ex rel. Roundup Coal Min. Co v. Indus. Accident Bd., 94 M 386, 23 P2d 253 (1933). 
Include; v. t. 1. To confine within; to hold; to contain; 

Exclude; v.t. 4. To except; not to comprehend or include in a privilege, grant, proposition, argument, 
description, order, species, genus, &c. in a general sense. 

Inclusio unius est exclusio alterius. The inclusion of one is the exclusion of another. The certain designation 
of one person is an absolute exclusion of all others. 11 Coke, 58b. Black’s First Edition Law Diet. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. V, sec. 12, Mont. Const.—Collateral Reference 
Constitutional provision prohibiting local or special legislation as applied to statutes relating to juries. 155 
ALR 789. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. V, sec. 12, Mont. Const.—Collateral Reference 
Construction and application of constitutional provision against special or local laws regulating practice in 
courts of justice. 135 ALR 365. 

“Holy Scriptures” Amos 5:15 “Hate Evil and love Good, — Establish justice in your Law Courts!” 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. V, sec. 13, Mont. Const.—Case Note 

Enactment of Removal Statutes—Legislative Power: Article V, sec. 17, 1889 Mont. Const., provides for the 
removal of certain officers by impeachment, and sec. 18 of the same article declares that officers not liable 
to impeachment are subject to removal for misconduct or malfeasance in office, in such manner as may be 
provided by law. Recalling that our Constitution is a limitation and not a grant of power, it will be seen at 
once that the provisions of sec. 18 added nothing to the power which the Legislature would have had in the 
absence of such provisions. In other words, the Legislature was left entirely free to enact such statutes as it 
might see fit providing for the removal of officers other than those enumerated in sec. 17. State ex rel. 
Bullock v. District Court, 62 M 600, 205 P 955 (1922). 

By our separation of powers guarantee in our self-governing State, our Justices’ of the Peace cannot be 
removed by the executive or legislative branches of government, not even by the false god state of Montana. 
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The above eight proofs in relation to local and special laws prove our State is self-governing, without any 
interference from the executive and legislative branches of our three branch form of self-government. We 
have found proof on the CD-ROM 1994 MCA disk of the confessions by the code commissioner, the so- 
called government of the state of Montana is under a tripartite form of government, meaning all three 
separate branches of government have been encompassed into one massive treasonous corrupt and illicit 
forum, violently overthrowing our self-governing State, vi et armis. One of our major recourses in our 
Courts of Justice is our right and our duty to arm ourselves to defend our Nation, just as the founding fathers 
were so forced to do and accomplished their Biblical commands of which we concur in our State. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Common-Law Rule: This section merely states a general rule as it 
was recognized by the authorities at the time of the adoption of the Codes. State ex rel. Jacobson v. Bd. of 
Comm’rs, 47 M 531, 134 P 291 (1913). 

Admitted provisions for our “traditional” form of self-government 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Section 6. Self-government powers. A local government unit 
adopting a self-government charter may exercise any power not prohibited by this constitution, law, or 
charter. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition On appeal, the Supreme Court held that under the shared 
sovereignty concept contained in the Montana Constitution, local governments with self-governing powers 
are limited only by express prohibitions in the constitution, state statute, or the local government charter 
itself. 

Notice the above presentment did not say the constitution of the state of Montana, nor of the State of 
Montana. Wherefore: it does not comprehend the constitution of the State of Montana. 

“God doeth great things, which we cannot comprehend. Job xxxvii.” 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Section 5. Self-government charters. (1) The legislature shall 
provide procedures permitting a local government unit or combination of units to frame, adopt, amend, 
revise, or abandon a self-government charter with the approval of a majority of those voting on the question. 
The procedures shall not require approval of a charter by a legislative body. 

(2) If the legislature does not provide such procedures by July 1, 1975, they may be established by 
election either: 

(a) Initiated by petition in the local government unit or combination of units; or 

(b) Called by the governing body of the local government unit or combination of units. 

(3) Charter provisions establishing executive, legislative, and administrative structure and organization 
are superior to statutory provisions. 

Under local government as comprehended by our Constitution of Montana, counties are organized for 
judicial purposes, or in the alternative, the copyrighted codes of the Mason fraternal organization do not 
contain any provisions for subpoena, summons, warrants nor the attendance of our office of sheriff at county 
commissioners courts. Did the lights go out in Jordan??? Or will the last delinquent please turn out the 
lights? Emmanuel emphasized, “/ am the light, the truth, and the way.” 

Delinquent; n. One who fails to perform his duty, particularly a public officer who neglects his duty; an 
offender; one who commits a fault or crime. A delinquent ought to be cited in the place of jurisdiction 
where the delinquency was committed. Ayliffe. 
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1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. XI, sec. 5, Mont. Const.—Official Comment 
New provision directing legislature to pass laws concerning procedures for local voters to design their own 
forms of government (self-government charters). The charter provisions concerning structure of local 
governments would take precedence over general laws on such matters. 

Precedence; n. 4. Superiority; superior importance or influence. Which of the different desires has 
precedency in determining the will to the next action. Locke. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. XI, sec. 6, Mont. Const.—Official Comment 

New provision allowing local government units to share powers with the state and to have all powers not 

specifically denied. At present local governments have only those powers specifically granted. 

The words “denied” and “granted” specifically colored true blue, as on the original. 

Specifically; adv. In such a manner as to constitute a species; according to the nature of the species. Human 
reason — differs specifically from the fantastick reason of brutes. Grew. 

In direct answer to the immediate above quote found on the CD-ROM MCA 1994 disk, our People in Justus 
Township have already formed our own self-governing forum, just as was expressly contained in Article V, 
section 26 which we have not abandoned, nor will we abandon by the mere felonious acts of a few 
insurgents in Garfield county, now spreading State-wide by our corruption control efforts exposing the 
criminal delinquents in every conceivable manner. See recent propaganda efforts to create genocide through 
media hype hate group mental aggrandizement’s, initiated by none other than Sherry Matteucci, a kn own 
felonious libel and slander foreign agent, by prima facie evidence in the Billings Gazette, implicating Lee 
Enterprises. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 3-2-103. Computation of term of office. The years during which a 
justice of the supreme court is to hold office are to be computed respectively from and including the first 
Monday of January of any one year to and excluding the first Monday of January of the next succeeding 
year. 

Term; n. 5. In law, the time in which a court is held or open for the trial of causes. In England, there are four 
terms in the year; Hilary term, from January 23rd to February 12th; Easter term, from Wednesday, fortnight 
after Easter, to the Monday next after Ascension day; Trinity term, from Friday next after Trinity Sunday to 
the Wednesday, fortnight after; and Michaelmas term, from November 6th to the 28th. These terms are 
observed by the courts of king’s bench, the common pleas and exchequer, but not by the parliament, the 
chancery or by the inferior courts. The rest of the year is called vacation. In the United States, the terms to 
be observed by the tribunals of justice, are prescribed by the statutes of congress and of the several States. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition one district judge elected by the district judges under an elective 
procedure initiated and conducted by the supreme court and certified to such election by the chief justice of 
the supreme court. The election shall be considered an appointment for the purposes of this part. 

The above presentment demands a double take in reasoning during our modem times, for the simple fact if 
the appellate supreme court justices as we know them in Helena, Montana state do the electing, then the 
subjects elect themselves and the People are so much baggage! This is not the intent however; what the 
concept reveals is the Justices of our Supreme Court in each and every County in our State do the 
appointing, exactly as the founding fathers did their selections and choosing, without a statutory defined 
elector who just might be a second class of citizen, commonly known as a United States citizen owing his 
allegiance to his creator, the District of Columbia and its commercial nexus. Any questions, anyone of any 
character whatsoever???????? The fourth rule of the Justices’ Courts asks this same question, even though 
there isn’t one of the illegal officers who admit our vested fundamental findings of truth, creating havoc for 
the insurgents in their pyre a/k/a Helena. 
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1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. VII, sec. 9, Mont. Const.—Official Comment 
(1) Revises 1889 constitution by making residency requirements for candidates for district court 
judgeship the same as for supreme court and by deleting age requirements. Requirement for five years of 
law practice new. (2) Revises 1889 constitution by specifically allowing travel expense. (3) Only change 
specifically prohibits a judge from holding office in a political party. (4) No change except in grammar. 

Another grand expose above presented, with explanation. If a district court judge must reside in a specific 
county, and the same for the supreme court justices’, either all the district court judges would necessarily 
reside in Lewis and Clark county, or in the alternative, there are supreme court justices’ in nearly every 
county in our State, and we mean expressly Montana, the foreign country as named in the statute-merchant 
codes, especially where they ( United States ) admit to being a foreign jurisdiction from the United States of 
America. Now do you get the picture of what is meant by effectively connected in the conduct of a trade or 
business “within” the United States? If this is not so clear, look into Title 28 U.S.C., section 1746 (1) and ( 
2 ) at the two different forms of public oath of office and its intent. All done while the People slept. He 
who sleeps upon his Rights has none. A maxim found somewhere in some book in some libraries. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. VII, sec. 9, Mont. Const.—Compiler’s Comment 
1988 Amendment: Amendment proposed by Ch. 459, L. 1987, adopted as Constitutional Amendment No. 19 
at the general election held November 8, 1988, substituted second sentence of (4) concerning residency of 
District Court Judges and Justices of the Peace for former second sentence that read: “Every other judge 
shall reside during his term of office in the district, county, township, precinct, city or town in which he is 
elected or appointed”; and inserted last sentence providing for residency requirements for other judges. 
Amendment effective July 1, 1989. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition (2) Appointments provided for in this section shall be made within 
30 days of the completion of the preceding terms. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition (4) Supreme court justices shall reside within the state. During his 
term of office, a district court judge shall reside in the district and a justice of the peace shall reside in the 
county in which he is elected or appointed. The residency requirement for every other judge must be 
provided by law. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Additional Qualifications: The Legislature could not impose any 
additional conditions to those enumerated in Art. VIII, sec. 16, 1889 Mont. Const., as a prerequisite to any 
man’s holding the office of District Judge who might be elected Qr.appqinted to that office. State ex rel. 
Anaconda Copper Min. Co. v. Clancy, 30 M 529, 77 P 312 (1904). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 2-9-601. Definition. As used in this part, the term “state officers and 
employees” does, not include notaries public, supreme court justices, district court judges, or members and 
employees of the legislature. 

Common sense reasoning of the above five presentments provide insight by deductive reasoning, a supreme 
court justice who is not included as a state officer means the appellate supreme court justices who admit of 
being state officers cannot be the same supreme court justices who are not state officers. The only other 
question remaining is, Who are these other supreme court justices and where do they reside if all the district 
court judges reside in counties other than Lewis and Clark? The plot thickens! 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. VII, sec. 6, Mont. Const.—Case Note 
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Retired Judges Eligible for Assignment for Temporary Service: The term “other judges” in subsection (3) of 
this section includes retired judges. This subsection empowers the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court, upon 
request of a District Judge, to assign retired judges for temporary service to any judicial district or county in 
Montana. Further, this provision is a constitutional grant of power exclusive of any statutory grant by the 
Legislature. State ex rel. Wilcox v. District Court, 208 M 351, 678 P2d 209, 41 St. Rep. 397 (1984), 
followed in St. v. Holmes, 212 M 526, 687 P2d 662, 41 St. Rep. 1535 (1984). 

Notice this immediate above presentment contains provision by exclusive grant of power! 

Exclusive; Having the power of preventing entrance; as exclusive bars. Milton. 

Power; n. The Latin has posse, possum, potes, potentia. The primary sense of the verb is to strain, to exert 
force. 10. Influence; that which may move the mind; as the power of arguments or of persuasion. 

11. Command; the right of governing, or actual government; dominion; rule; sway; authority. 

Power is no blessing in itself, but when it is employed to protect the innocent. Swift. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 1-11-204 — Compiler’s Comment 

Effect of Publishing Supreme Court Rules: Section 2, Ch. 1, L. 1979, provided: “(1) The legislature 
recognizes the supreme court’s authority pursuant to Article VII, section 2, of the Montana constitution to 
make rules governing procedure and practice before the courts. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Election of District Judges: Under Art. VIII, sec. 12, 1889 Mont. 
Const., the right to nominate and elect District Judges belongs to the electors of the district, and no action of 
a state convention can validate a nomination for the office of District Judge, where the convention making it 
does not properly represent the electors of the district. State ex rel. Schamikow v. Hogan, 24 M 383, 62 P 
583 (1900). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Case Notes 

3-2-501 - Case Note 

Assistants to Court: Where the State has failed to make provision for necessary assistants to the Supreme 
Court, the court may select and. appoint them and make the compensation due them for their services a 
charge against the State as a liquidated claim. State ex rel. Schneider v. Cunningham, 39 M 165, 101 P 962 
(1909). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 3-1-101 — Case Note 

Vacancy: The word vacancy as applied to a public office has no technical meaning, and it is not to be taken 
in a strict technical sense in every case. It may be said that an office is vacant when it is empty and without 
an incumbent who has a right to exercise its functions and take its fees or emoluments even though the 
vacancy is not a coiporal one. “An office without an incumbent is vacant.” LaBorde v. McGrath, 116 M 283, 
149 P2d 913 (1944). 

Vacation; n. 2. Intermission of judicial proceedings; the space of time between the end of one term and the 
beginning of the next; non-term. See term, q.v. 

Appointment; n. The act of appointing; designation to office; as, he erred by the appointment of unsuitable 
men. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 3-5-112 — Case Note 

If a Judge declines to properly perform his official duties, relief must be had from the Supreme Court rather 
than from the executive power of the state. State ex rel. Bennett v. Bonner, 123 M 414, 214 P2d 747 (1950). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Judicial Nomination Procedure: The established procedures for 
filling judicial vacancies in Montana are constitutional and not repugnant to applicable provisions of the 
Montana Constitution. Jones v. Judge, 176 M 251, 577 P2d 846 (1978). 
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1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 2-9-503. Bond of appointee. Any person appointed to fill a 
vacancy, before entering upon the duties of the office, must give a bond corresponding in substance and 
form with the bond required of the officer originally elected or appointed, as herein provided. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 2-9-511— Case Note 

Officer Holding Over: Where a bond is given by an officer, such bond would also cover such officer where 
he holds over until his successor is appointed and qualified. State ex rel. Olsen v. Swanberg, 130 M 202, 
299 P2d 466 (1956). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 2-16-213. Term of office—holdover—assumption of office. 

(1) Every office of which the duration is not fixed by law is held at the pjeasure of the appiiin ting pqwer. 

(2) Every officer must continue to discharge the duties of his office, although his term has expired, 
until his successor has qualified. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition (5) his ceasing to be a resident of the state or, if the office be local, 
of the district, city, county, town, or township for which he was chosen .or appointed or within which the 
duties of his office are required to be discharged; 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 7-4-2206. Vacancies. (1) For the purposes of this part, “vacancy” 

has the same meaning as prescribed in 2-16-501. 

(2) Vacancies in all county offices, except that of county commissioner, shall be filled by. appointment 
by the board of county commissioners. Except for the justice of the .peace, the appointee shall hold his 
office, if elective, until the next general election unless otherwise provided in subsections (3) or (4), and if 
not elective , the appointee serves at the pleasure of the commissioners. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition (5) Vacancies occurring in the office of justice of the peace shall be 

filled as provided in Title 3, chapter 10, part 2. 

7-4-2206 - History 

History: En. Sec. 4315, Pol. C. 1895; re-en. Sec. 2960, Rev. C. 1907; re-en. Sec. 4728, R.C.M. 1921; Cal. 
Pol. C. Sec. 4109; re-en. Sec. 4728, R.C.M. 1935; amd. Sec. 1, Ch. 134, L. 1939; amd. Sec. 16, Ch. 123, L. 
1973; amd. Sec. 1, Ch. 129, L. 1973; amd. Sec. 12, Ch. 491, L. 1973; amd. Sec. 3, Ch. 253, L. 1975; R.C.M. 
1947, 16-2406(part); amd. Sec. 3, Ch. 526, L. 1979; amd. Sec. 15, Ch. 250, L. 1985. 

The above startling vested fundamental substantive unalienable Right of appointment for our office of our 
Justice of the Peace is expressly denied to the county commissioners, since by common comprehension a 
agent cannot rise above his Master. Neither do the county commissioners, who have been commissioned by 
our People, have any power nor authority to appoint our Justice of the Peace, only the People appoint our 
Justice of the Peace, and the CD-ROM MCA 1994 disk admits to this comprehension. Read it forwards, 
backwards, sideways, upside down, Right-side up, or slanted, but the meaning is preserved by the power and 
authority of the commissioners, meaning our Justices’ of the Peace, conservators of the peace, Supreme 
Court Justices’ under our sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent 
State in our State. We commission by virtue of the office. We are the power, the authority, and the posse 
comitatus expressly provided for in Law. If this presentment is not true there never was a Magna Charta, 
and “Holy Scriptures” was ordained by the Cannanites! Read it and weep you miserable perverters of our 
Courts of Justice, and may Almighty God have mercy upon your poor wretched souls forever and ever, 
yesterday, today, and tomorrow or for so long as you shall continue to live. 
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1994 MCA—Special Session Edition (2) The commissioners may appoint at their discretion constables. 
More than one constable may be appointed for each justice’s court. 

(3) All elective township officers may be elected at each general election as now provided by law. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 7-4-2301 -- Section Text 

7-4-2301. Authorization to consolidate county offices. (1) Except as provided in subsection (2), the board of 
county commissioners of any county may in its discretion consolidate any two or more of the offices named 
in 7-4-2203 and combine the powers and the duties of the consolidated offices. 

(2) The office of the justice of the peace may not .be combined or .consolidated with any other office 
other than another justice of the peace office. 

7-4-2301 - History 

History: En. Sec. 4315, Pol. C. 1895; re-en. Sec. 2960, Rev. C. 1907; re-en. Sec. 4728, R.C.M. 1921; Cal. 
Pol. C. Sec. 4109; re-en. Sec. 4728, R.C.M. 1935; amd. Sec. 1, Ch. 134, L. 1939; amd. Sec. 16, Ch. 123, L. 
1973; amd. Sec. 1, Ch. 129, L. 1973; amd. Sec. 12, Ch. 491, L. 1973; amd. Sec. 3, Ch. 253, L. 1975; R.C.M. 
1947, 16-2406(part); amd. Sec. 4, Ch. 443, L. 1979. 

Another special, express, and explicit no trespass upon our office of Justice of the Peace. How many times 
and places would need to be presented to the delinquents before their comprehension becomes complete? 
Self-governing does not mean by permission from the agent, for the principal supersedes his subject. And 
we do ordain our just power and just authority in Justus Township, in Garfield county, in our peculiar 
jurisdiction by our choice of choosing. 

Choose, v.t. [Saxon ceosan; 1. To pick out; to select; to take by way of preference form two or more things 
offered; to make choice of. The man the Lord doth choose shall be holy. Num. xvi. 

Refuse the evil and choose the good. Let us choose to us judgment. Job xxxiv. 

Elect; v.t. to choose, 

Elect; a. Chosen; taken by preference from among two or more. Hence, 

3. Chosen; selected; set apart as a peculiar church and people; applied to Israelites. Is. xlv. 

4. Power of choosing or selecting. 

If it were possible, they shall deceive the very elect. Matt. xxiv. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 7-4-2401. Deputy officers. (1) Each county and township officer, 
except a justice of the peace and the county assessor, may appoint as many deputies or assistants as may be 
necessary for the faithful and prompt discharge of the duties of the office. All compensation or salary of any 
deputy or assistant must be as provided in this code. 

(2) The appointment of deputies, clerks, and subordinate officers of counties, districts, and townships 
must be made in writing and filed in the office of the county clerk and recorder. 

7-4-2401 - History 

History: (l)En. Sec. 4318, Pol. C. 1895; re-en. Sec. 2963, Rev. C, 1907; re-en. Sec. 4731, R.C.M. 1921; Cal. 
Pol. C. Sec. 4112; re-en. Sec. 4731, R.C.M. 1935; amd. Sec. 2, Ch. 309, L. 1973; Sec. 16-2409, R.C.M. 
1947; (2)En. Sec. 4319, Pol. C. 1895; re-en. Sec. 2964, Rev. C. 1907; re-en. Sec. 4732, R.C.M. 1921; Cal. 
Pol. C. Sec. 4113; re-en. Sec. 4732, R.C.M. 1935; Sec. 16-2410, R.C.M. 1947; R.C.M. 1947, 16-2409, 16- 
2410; amd. Sec. 7, Ch. 27, Sp. L. November 1993. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition (6) No person may be required to serve on any committee under this 
section, and the person making an appointment must have written acceptance of appointment from the 
appointee. 
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1994 MCA—Special Session Edition (3) The appointing committee shall send a certificate to the officer 
with whom a declaration for nomination for the office would be filed, with the information required on a 
declaration for nomination and the name of the candidate for whom the armointce is to be substituted. The 
appointee shall send a signed and acknowledged acceptance of the appointment and the filing fee for the 
office. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 13-1-101. Definitions. As used in this title, unless the context 

clearly indicates otherwise, the following definitions apply: 

(1) “Anything of value” means any goods that have a certain utility to the recipient that is real and that 
is ordinarily not given away free but is purchased. 

(2) “Candidate” means: 

(a) an individual who has filed a declaration or petition for nomination, acceptance of nomination or 
appoin tment as a candidate for public office as required by law; 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition (11) “Person” means an individual, coiporation, association, firm, 
partnership, cooperative, committee, club, union, or other organization or group of individuals or a 

candidate as defined in subsection (2) of this section. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition (17) “Special election” means an election other than a statutory 
scheduled primary or general election held at any time for any purpose provided by law. It may be held in 
conjunction with a statutory scheduled election. 

Concurring who is an appointee for the appointing commission, whether by initiative of the private party 
himself, or another private party, and by admittance in the prior two presentments above, notice the word 
“means” immediately following the word “Person” and the words “Special election”. In most of the statutes, 
immediately following the definition of “person” the social changers use the word includes instead of the 
word means , and this is no accident. It has special meaning in Law. The word “means” encompasses two 
different classes of inhabitants, and the use of the word “includes” confines within the said statute only one 
class of parties’ to the particular statute. Statutes are civil contracts, and must indicate the class of party 
who is subject to the contract, or as the so-called system deceives the People by unilateral agreements, even 
though conceived in fraud. Their color of law is derived from the commerce clause of our national 
constitution, and by common usage, coupled with covert criminal acts by the black-robed chancery agents in 
the tribunals of the tripartite form of government, the People have been compressed, which is another 
method of utilizing the leverage of mechanical means called a screw. This type of screw is vi et armis, 
unlawfully done as the most recent case on the right of way near Miles City, in our jurisdiction by the 
foreign agents owing allegiance to the other state, meaning the UN ited States and its subjects. Tony 
Harbaugh is special witness to this criminal act. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 13-1-101 -- Compiler’s Comment 

1989 Amendment: In definition of candidate, near beginning of (b) after “who has”, substituted remainder of 

(b) and (see 1989 Session Law for text) for former language that read: “publicly announced his intention to 
seek nomination or election to public office by write-in vote and who has received a contribution or made an 
expenditure or has given an authorization to another person to receive a contribution or make an expenditure 
for the purpose of supporting his nomination or election”. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 13-1-101 — Case Note 

Special Election: Under section 23-101, R.C.M. 1947 (now repealed), a special election was one held to 
supply a vacancy in a public office or to submit to the electors a proposition to raise money for any public 
improvement. State ex rel. Rowe v. Kehoe, 49 M 582, 144 P 162 (1914). 
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1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 13-1-101 -- AG Opinion 

County Commissioners—Term of Office When Appointed: When there was no primary or general election 
of county officials in 1976, a County Commissioner appointed to office in 1975 to serve until the next 
general election was to hold office until the 1977 election. 36 A.G. Op. 66 (1976). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 13-12-208 — AG Opinion 

Local Government Study Commission: An individual may be elected to a position on a local government 
study commission by write-in votes when the individual’s name is written in and the ballot properly marked. 
The person receiving the largest number of votes is elected. 35 A.G. Op. 98 (1974). 

Just a short study of the method used in the study commission, a private party realizes the commission does 
not provide for any agents to inject their influence upon the results, being open only to the principal and not 
the agent. Exclusive to the principals. Our bar and our bench. Prohibits titles of nobility from our Courts of 
Justice in compliance with Magna Charta, chapter 24, quoted; “No sheriff, constable, coroner, or other of 
our bailiffs, shall hold pleas of the crown.” 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 13-13-101. Duties—proclamation prior to opening and closing 
polls. (1) The election judges shall meet at their assigned polling places at the time set by the election 
administrator. The judges shall take and subscribe the official oath prescribed by the constitution. They, may 
administer the path to.each other. The judges shall check all supplies and complete preparations for voting 
before the time set for opening the polls, under the direction of the chief election judge. 

(2) Before the polls are opened or closed, that fact must be proclaimed at the place of election. 

13-13-101-History 

History: En. Sec. 102, Ch. 368, L. 1969; R.C.M. 1947, 23-3602; amd. Sec. 103, Ch. 571, L. 1979. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 13-13-114 - Case Note 

Failure to Sign: Failure of the election judges of a precinct to require the electors to sign the registry books 
before voting at a primary election was the fault of the judges and not of the electors, and therefore their 
votes were legal and properly counted. Thompson v. Chapin, 64 M 376, 209 P 1060 (1922). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Time for Election of Newly Created District Court Judgeships: 
Subsection (1) of 13-1-104 sets forth the schedule for general elections to be held in even-numbered years 
and lists those offices for which such an election is to be held, including the office of District Court Judge. 
Subsection (2) of 13-1-104 provides the schedule for holding general elections in odd-numbered years, and 
its list of officers to be elected does not include District,Court Judges but does include “any other officers 
specified by law for election in odd-numbered years”. Chapter 293, L. 1983, increased the number of 
judgeships in several judicial districts and provided that the new judgeships could be initially filled at either 
the 1983 or 1984 general election. The provision of Ch. 293, L. 1983, allowing election of judges in an odd- 
numbered year is not in conflict with 13-1-104 because, while subsection (1) would appear to require 
elections in even-numbered years, Ch. 293, L. 1983, contains specific authority for District Court Judges to 
be elected in odd-numbered years and thus the clause “any other officers specified by law for election in 
odd-numbered years” of subsection (2) is applicable. Further, 13-1-107(2) which sets forth the time for 
holding a primary election in an odd-numbered year is the law applicable to any odd-numbered year primary 
election held under Ch. 293, L. 1983. 40 A.G. Op. 13 (1983). 

Our primary election is in September, the year of the Trinity, special election for peculiar class of People. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 3-5-111. District courts presided over by judges of other districts. A 
judge of the district court of any judicial district may hold the district court in any county of another district 
than his own at the request of the judge thereof or as otherwise provided by law. Upon the request of the 
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governor, it is his duty to do so. In either case the judge holding the court has the same power either in court 
or chambers as a judge thereof. 

3-5-111 — History 

History: En. Sec. 36, C. Civ. Proc. 1895; re-en. Sec. 6270, Rev. C. 1907; re-en. Sec. 8821, R.C.M. 1921; 
Cal. C. Civ. Proc. Sec. 71; re-en. Sec. 8821, R.C.M. 1935; R.C.M. 1947, 93-310; amd. Sec. 28, Ch. 697, L. 
1979. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 3-5-112. Order from governor. If for any cause a district court is not 
or cannot be held in any county by the judge or judges thereof or by a district judge requested by such judge 
or judges to hold such court or if the business of the court in any county is not or cannot be dispatched with 
reasonable promptness, the governor may, upon .application of any interested, person, by an order in 
writing, require some district judge to hold court in said county for such time as may be specified in the 
order. 

3-5-112 — History 

History: En. Sec. 164, C. Civ. Proc. 1895; re-en. Sec. 6312, Rev. C. 1907; amd. Sec. 1, Ch. 33, L. 1915; re- 
en. Sec. 8823, R.C.M. 1921; re-en. Sec. 8823, R.C.M. 1935; R.C.M. 1947, 93-312. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 3-5-112 — Case Note 

Where there is a duly qualified and acting Judge in district, Governor is without power to order Judges of 
another district into various counties to assume judicial powers. State ex rel. Bennett v. Bonner, 123 M 414, 
214 P2d 747 (1950). 

In other sections on the confessions admitted by the compiler’s comments on the CD-ROM MCA 1994 disk, 
the word “government” was changed to “governor”. Reading comprehensively, the above two presentments 
are of a similar nature, since any interested person makes application, and this “person” may possibly be one 
of our Justices of the Peace, a conservator of the peace State-wide in our State. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 3-5-112 — Case Note 

Constitutionality: This section was held valid, upon original application by the State for a Writ of 
Supervisory Control, to review an order of a District Judge declining to assume jurisdiction of a cause over 
which he had been called by the Acting Governor to preside. State ex rel. Smith v. District Court, 116 M 
251, 151 P2d 500 (1944), explained in State ex rel. Bennett v. Bonner, 123 M 414, 214 P2d 747 (1950). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 3-5-115. Agreement, petition, and ..appointment of judge pro 
tempore—waiver of jury trial. (1) Prior to trial and upon written agreement of all the parties to a civil action, 
the parties may petition for the appointment of a judge pro tempore. If the district court judge having 
jurisdiction over the case where the action was filed finds that the appointment is in the best interest of the 
parties and serves justice, he .may appoint the judge pro tempore nominated by the parties to preside over 
the whole or any aspect of the action as if the regular district court judge were presiding. 

(2) An .appointment of a judge pro tempore constitutes a waiver of the right to trial by jury by any 
party having the right. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 3-5-113. Judges pro tempore. (1) A civil action in the district court 
may be tried by a judge pro tempore, who must be a member of the bar of the state, agreed upon in writing 
by the parties litigant or their attorneys of record, app.qi.nt.ed.by.t.h.e.c.ourt as provided in 3-5-115, and sworn 
to try the cause before entering upon his duties. 

(2) The judge pro tempore has the authority and power of an elected district court judge in the particular 
civil action tried in the manner provided for in subsection (1). All proceedings before a judge pro tempore 
must be conducted in accordance with the rules of evidence and procedure governing district courts. 


“Edict” 


Page 12 of 45 












(3) Any order, judgment, or decree made or rendered by the judge pro tempore shall have the same 
force and effect as if made or rendered by the district court with the regular judge presiding. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 3-5-113 — Compiler’s Comment 

1987 Amendment: Near end of (1), after “attorneys of record”, substituted “appointed” and “approved” and 
after “court” inserted “as provided in 3-5-115”; inserted (2) stating the judge’s power and relating to 
applicable evidentiary and procedural rules; in (3), before “court”, inserted “district”; and made minor 
change in phraseology. 

Special note ******* Notice the insertion of the word “district” before the word “court”. Now reread 
all the last three presentments and a diligent “Court” finds fraud committed by the code commissioner who 
is prohibited from changing the intent of the Legislature, and cannot make rules through the Legislative 
Assembly. Our Courts of Justice are of peculiar nature, being limited to a class, expressly not the subject 
contemplated as United States citizen. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 3-1-112. Rules for courts of record. (1) Every court of record may 
make rules, not inconsistent with the laws of this state, for its own government and the government of its 
officers. Such rules must not impose any tax or charge upon any legal proceedings or give any allowance to 
any officers for services. 

(2) In case of the failure or refusal of any district court to adopt and promulgate rules of court, the supreme 
court may, upon the application of any interested person, adopt and promulgate rules for the government 
of such court. When adopted and promulgated, such rules shall remain in full force and effect until 
modified or repealed by the authority adopting them. 

(3) Rules adopted by any court take effect 30 days after their publication. 

(4) Any judge who shall fail or refuse to comply with and carry out in good faith the rules of court 
adopted by the supreme court, as herein provided for, shall be guilty of a cpntemptpf' the supreme court. 
This above presentment is in compliance with Magna Charta, chapter 24, 34, 40, and 45, even continuing on 
into chapter 61 while the subjects are out of the realm. Justices’ Courts by Constitution of Montana are not 
salaried employees of the political will corporation compact party state, and receive no pay until the private 
matter is resolved under the warrant of attachment bonded private cause of action. On the public side, the 
crown side, the prerogative side, our King’s Bench, the criminal side, the comitatus pays as our common 
Law of the Land, commenced in the Garden of Eden, when Almighty God formed Adam on the seventh day, 
not the sixth day. His select, elect, peculiar treasure, royal Battle-ax. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 3-2-705. No effect on powers of boards or commissions. This part 
shall not affect the power of any constitutional or statutory commission or board to make rules governing its 
practice. 

3-2-705 - History: En. Sec. 5, Ch. 16, L. 1963; R.C.M. 1947, 93-2801-5. 

3-2-706 - Section Text 

3-2-706. Effect on existing laws and rules. All present laws and rules relating to pleading, practice, and 
procedure shall be effective as rules of court until modified or superseded by subsequent court rule. Upon 
the adoption of any rule pursuant to this part, such laws and rules insofar as they are in conflict therewith 
shall thereafter be of no further force and effect. 

3-2-706 - History 

History: En. Sec. 6, Ch. 16, L. 1963; R.C.M. 1947, 93-2801-6. 

3-2-707 -- Section Text 

3-2-707. When rules effective. All rules promulgated under this part shall be effective at a time fixed by the 
supreme court. 

Consider this Edict as a part of our rules of our Supreme Court, in common law venue, original and 
exclusive jurisdiction in our counties organized for judicial purposes under our Constitution of Montana. 


“Edict” 


Page 13 of 45 







1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 37-61-204 — Case Note 

Judicial Power to Make Rules Exclusive: Under Art. VII, sec. 2, Mont. Const., the Supreme Court has 
exclusive power to make rules governing admission to the bar and the conduct of its members, and the 
purported amendment of this section by Ch. 342, L. 1974, was patently void and in contraven tion of the 
P. rinciple M. separation. (, f.P.P.yy.e.rs set forth in Art. Ill, sec. 1, Mont. Const. In re McCabe, 168 M 334, 544 
P2d 825 (1975); In re Senate Bill No. 630, 164 M 366, 523 P2d 484 (1974). 

Our Supreme Court, in its exclusive original jurisdiction, superintends the statutory tribunals of conciliation 
disguised as judicial Courts, when in fact they are merely voluntary upon the parties, both prosecutor and 
defendant. All statutory created tribunals must admit of separation of powers doctrine, and are appellate in 
nature only, for we have only one Supreme Court wherein the State is the moving Party. For an opinion, see 
Texas vs. White, and for even more help, consult a qualified English teacher as to the effect of 
capitalization. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition “Public Officers”: The term “public officers” as used in Art. V, sec. 
26, 1889 Mont. Const., in prohibiting the enactment of special laws increasing “allowances of public 
officers”, was held to mean officers having a fixed and definite term and not appointive officers who hold at 
the pleasure of the appointing power . Adami v. Lewis & Clark County, 114 M 557, 138 P2d 969 (1943). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Express Restriction: Article V, sec. 26, 1889 Mont. Const., 
embodies an .express restriction upon the powers of the Legislative Assembly. Lloyd v. Silver Bow County, 
11 M 408,'28 P 453 (1891).. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Constitutional provision prohibiting local or special legislation as 
applied to statutes relating to juries. 155 ALR 789. See elisors summoning grand juries, by oral summons. 
This is the meaning of the term, “except as otherwise provided in this Co^ 

Synonymous with special jury, sheriffs jury, elisor’s jury, and Justices’ Courts jury. Even the appointed 
constable summons our special jurymen, good and lawful men well learned in common Law, through our 
unalienable Right to perform as duly commanded in “Holy Scriptures”. Praecipe is summons, as contained 
in the writ of covenant. See Coke on the Magna Charta . 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Construction and application of constitutional provision against 
special or local laws regulating practice in courts of justice. 135 ALR 365. This is the meaning of the term, 
‘‘unless .leave.granted by the Court”. Prevents titles of nobility from perverting our Courts of Justice. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition DECISIONS UNDER 1889 CONSTITUTION 

Removal of State Officer: The provisions of 2-16-213(1), that when the term of office is not fixed by law 
the office is held at.the pleasure .of the .appointing power, did not violate Art. V, sec. 18, 1889 Mont. 
Const. State ex rcl. MacGi lvra v. Di strictCourt" i 48 M 182,418 P2d 874 (1966). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Constitutional Officers Only: Article V, sec. 17, 1889 Mont. Const., 
is only applicable to constitutional officers and does not cover a city police judge, whose office is statutory 
only. State ex rel. Working v. Mayor, 43 M 61, 114 P 111 (1911). 

Self-confessed admission of separate jurisdictions, our State and “this state” as defined by statutes. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 46-6-201 -- Official Comment 

[Section 46-6-215] omits as unnecessary the service of an arrest warrant by a private person. The language 
of the section does not greatly expand the scope of the warrant of arrest. The existing law draws a 
distinction between warrants issued in justice courts and warrants issued in district or supreme 
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courts. The section abolishes this distinction between the issuing courts and allows any peace officer to 
whom the warrant is directed, to execute it in any place in the state. The change is minor and since most of 
the warrants are issued in justice courts, the change should clarify and simplify the procedure and facilitate 
the process for execution of an arrest warrant. 

Self-admittance of arrest warrants issued by our Supreme Courts, which are duly admitted in the copyrighted 
codes of the foreign jurisdiction, under provisions for county commissioners courts. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 46-6-201 — Compiler’s Comment 

1993 Amendment: Chapter 262 deleted (1) and (2) that read: “(1) A complaint, as the basis of an arrest 
warrant, shall be in writing. 

More fraud, direct violation of our Constitution of Montana, Magna Charta, and our organic act and 
enabling act. Repugnant to our supreme Law of the Land. Expressly forbidden “verboten” in chapter 38 of 
Magna Charta. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 3-10-704. Deputy constables. If in any county there is no appointed 
constable, the board of county commissioners may, at the request of a party, after being satisfied that it is 
expedient to do so, specially deputize any proper person of suitable age not interested in the action to serve 
a summons, with or without an order to arrest the defendant and with or without a writ of attachment, or to 
serve an execution. The county commissioners are liable upon their official bonds for all official acts of the 
person so deputized. The appointment of the deputy shall be made in writing on the process, and a note 
thereof shall be made on the justice’s docket. 

More proof of the validity of our warrant of attachment on the state of Montana, admittedly in the Red. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 25-1-1101. Registered process server—levying officer. (1) Any 
person who makes more than 10 services of process, as defined in 25-3-101, within this state during 1 
calendar year shall file a verified certificate of registration as a process server with the clerk of the district 
court of the county in which he resides or has his principal place of business. 

(2) This part does not apply to: 

(a) a sheriff, constable, coroner, elisor, or other government employee who is acting in the course of 

his employment; or 

(b) a licensed attorney. 

(3) A registered process server may act as a levying officer under Title 25, chapter 13. 

Notice the exceptions? 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 25-3-206. Execution by elisor. (1) Process or orders in an action or 
proceeding may be executed by a person residing in the county, designated by the court or a judge thereof, 
and denominated an elisor, in the following cases: 

(a) The sheriff and coroner are both parties. 

(b) Either of these officers is a party and the process is against the other. 

(c) Either of these officers is a party and there is a vacancy in the office of the other. 

(d) It appears by affidavit to the satisfaction of the court in which the proceeding is pending or the judge 
thereof that both of these officers are disqualified or, by reason of any bias, prejudice, or other cause, would 
not act promptly or impartially. 

(2) When process is delivered to an elisor, he must execute and return it in the same manner as the sheriff is 
required to execute similar process. The court or judge may at any time on its .own .motion appoint an 
Service of process, appointment of elisor, 25-3-206 

Special appointments are made of necessity, with lawful process as commanded in “Holy Scriptures”, Ezra 
7, and Ezekiel 33. 


“Edict” 


Page 15 of 45 










1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 3-15-701. When and by whom jurors summoned. When jurors are 

required in any court of limited jurisdiction, they: 

(1) must, upon the order of the judge thereof, be summoned by the sheriff, constable, marshal, or 
policeman of the jurisdiction; or 

(2) may be summoned by the judge of the court of limited jurisdiction or by theclerk of that court. 
Summoning by. Constable, 3-15-801. 

27-18-1501. Justice’s authority to issue writ. A writ to attach the property of the defendant may be issued by 
the justice at the time of or after issuing summons and before answer, on receiving an affidavit by or on 
behalf of the plaintiff, showing the same facts as are required to be shown by the affidavit specified in 27- 
18-202. History: En. Sec. 568, p. 155, Bannack Stat.; re-en. Sec. 674, p. 172, Cod. Stat. 1871; re-en. Sec. 
734, 1 st Div. Rev. Stat. 1879; re-en. Sec. 754, 1 st Div. Comp. Stat. 1887; amd. Sec. 1560, C. Civ. Proc. 
1895; re-en. Sec. 7026, Rev. C. 1907; re-en. Sec. 9659, R.C.M. 1921; Cal. C. Civ. Proc. Sec. 866; re-en. Sec. 
9659, R.C.M. 1935; amd. Sec. 6, Ch. 299, L. 1977; R.C.M. 1947, 93-6908. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Restriction on County Commissioners: Article XIII, sec. 5, 1889 
Mont. Const., is a restriction upon the authority of the Board of County Commissioners and has no reference 
to the power of the people. The power of the Board is limited but..that. of the .people. themselves, is 
unlimited, save as affected by other constitutional declarations. Reid v. Lincoln County, 46 M 31, 125 P 
429 (1912), overruled on other grounds in State ex rel. McMaster v. District Court, 80 M 228, 260 P 134 
(1927). 

Master slave relations. Self-explanatory, except as otherwise prescribed by the fraternal brotherhood taking 
a Kol Nidre oath. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 3-10-231. Circumstances in which an acting justice called in—by 
whom. (1) Whenever a justice of the peace is disqualified from acting in any action because of the 
application of the supreme court’s rules on disqualification and substitution of judges, subdivision 1, 2, or 3, 
he shall either transfer the action to another justice’s court in the same county or call a justice from a 
neighboring county to preside in his behalf. 

(2) Within 30 days of taking office, a justice of the peace shall provide a list of persons who are 
qualified to hold court in his place during a temporary absence when no other justice or city judge is 
available. The persons listed m us t be. of good m oral ch arac te r and have community support, a sense of 
community standards, and a basic knowledge of court procedure. The county commissioners shall 
administer the oath of office to each person on this list as soon as possible after the person has received a 
wai ver of training from the supreme court. 

We do not waive either express or implied our Supreme Court, nor our inherent special appointments, nor 
our sole and exclusive Right of self-governing as a free sovereign and independent State, nor our county 
organized for judicial purposes! Expressly provided in Article 111, section 29. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition (5) A justice of the peace of any county may hold the court of any 

other justice of the peace at his request. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition in (3) substituted text authorizing Justice of the Peace or County 
Commissioners to call in a substitute for the Justice if he is sick, disabled, or absent for former text that 
read: “Whenever a justice is sick, disabled, or absent and the county commissioners find that there is a 
delay in the proper administration of justice or the county attorney makes a written request, another justice, 
if there is one readily available, or a city judge or .some other^..qualified, person.shall be called .in to. hold 
court for the absent justice until his return”; and in (4) in last sentence, after “county”, substituted “the 
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justice of the peace may designate another person” for “the county commissioners shall handle the 
situation”. 

This above presentment is admitted fraud, since the county commissioners are expressly forbidden from 
appointing a Justice of the Peace, supra. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 3-10-232. Docket entries by acting justice. When another justice or 
?.P.y.. 9 .th?.f..Q.ualified_j)erspn is called to preside in a justice’s court, proper entries of all proceedings must be 
made in the docket of the justice for whom the visiting justice or person holds court. A justice holding court 
at the request of another justice must subscribe the entries. When the appointment is made by order of the 
county commissioners, the order shall be placed in the court docket. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 1989 Amendment: In first sentence of (1), at end, substituted 
“justice of the peace or the city judge of another city or town to act as city judge” for “justice court”, at 
beginning of second sentence inserted “The justice of the peace or city judge shall reside in the”, at 
beginning of the third sentence substituted “The city or town” for “to act as city court and”, after “such” 
substituted “judge” for “court”, after “county” inserted “the other city or town, or the justice of the peace or 
the judge”, before “payment” deleted “proportionate”, near beginning of fourth sentence, after “justice”, 
substituted “of the peace or other city judge” for “court”, after “commissioners” inserted “or governing body 
of the city or town”, before “in all cases” substituted “judge” for “court”, and near beginning of fifth 
sentence, after “peace”, inserted “or city judge of another city or town”; and made minor changes in 
phraseology and punctuation. 

Another prime example of the code commissioner changing the intent of our Constitution of Montana, 
expressly forbidden to the Legislative Assembly, and especially the legislative assembly of the state of 
Montana. For the ignorant, read the preface of the copyrighted codes, Volume One. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 3-10-701. Constables to attend court. Constables must attend the 
courts of justices of the peace within their counties whenever so required and execute, serve, and return all 
process and notices directed or delivered to them by a justice of the peace or by any competen t .authority 
of such county. 

Proof of special constables in our Courts of Justice are contained in the Madison county Justices’ Courts 
docket books reserved to this Supreme Court, but open to inspection upon proper application by interested 
third parties’. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 13-14-211. Judicial offices separate and independent offices for 
election purposes. (1) Each vacancy for justice of the supreme court is a separate and independent office for 
election purposes. The chief justice of the supreme court shall assign an individual number to the justices 
and certify these numbers to the office of the secretary of state. 

(2) Each vacancy for judicial office in a district which has more than one district judge is a separate 
and independent office for election purposes. 

(3) Each vacancy for office in a county which has more than one justice of the peace is a separate and 
independent office for election purposes. 

Express mandates in our Constitution of Montana provide for Justices’ of the peace in the townships and the 
precincts, which most of these offices are vacant until our Supreme Court Justices’ duly appointed our 
judicial officer in the vacancy, State Bar of Montana fraternal Kol Nidre oath notwithstanding. Special 
Edict by our bar and our bench. See history of King’s Bench, q.v. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Jurisdiction Over Appeals From Justices’ Courts: The Supreme 
Court does not have appellate jurisdiction to review the judgments or orders of the Justices’ Courts. Adair 
v. Lake County Justice Court, 213 M 466, 692 P2d 13, 41 St. Rep. 2241 (1984); State ex rel. Estes v. Justice 
Court, 129 M 136, 284 P2d 249 (1955). 
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For the astute reader, notice the express word “appellate” does not include the word “original”, and original 
“means” at the beginning, i.e. “Genesis”. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 3-2-502 — Section Text 

3-2-502. Duties of marshal. (1) It shall be the duty of the marshal to attend upon the supreme court and the 
justices thereof at each term of court. He shall be the executive officer of the court and act as crier thereof. 

(2) He must serve within the state all returns and processes issuing from the supreme court and shall have all 
the powers and exercise all the duties pertaining to sheriffs as to the district courts so far as the same are 
applicable. 

(3) He.shall act as a law clerk for the supreme .court justices. 

3-2-502 — History 

History: En. Sec. 863, Pol. C. 1895; re-en. Sec. 296, Rev. C. 1907; re-en. Sec. 367, R.C.M. 1921; re-en. Sec. 
367, R.C.M. 1935; amd. Sec. 2, Ch. 38, L. 1939; R.C.M. 1947, 82-1802. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 3-2-503 -- Section Text 

3-2-503. Accounts of marshal. All accounts of the marshal must be filed in the supreme court in a bill of 
items under oath certified by the chief justice and, when properly chargeable against the state and approved 
by the department of administration, must be paid out of the state treasury upon the warrant of the state 
auditor. 

3-2-503 - History 

History: En. Sec. 865, Pol. C. 1895; re-en. Sec. 298, Rev. C. 1907; re-en. Sec. 369, R.C.M. 1921; re-en. Sec. 
369, R.C.M. 1935; amd. Sec. 99, Ch. 326, L. 1974; R.C.M. 1947, 82-1804. 

You will notice our marshal receives no pay until after the adjudication of the express term, the 
comprehensive term, synonymous with return of the writ, hence, vou will have then there this writ . 
Expressly in compliance with Magna Charta, chapter 40. And Article 111, section 6. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 3-2-601. Decisions to be in writing. In the determination of causes, 
all decisions of the supreme court must be given in writing, the grounds of the decision must be stated, and 
each justice agreeing or concurring with the decision must so indicate by signing the decision. Any justice 
disagreeing with a decision must so indicate by written dissent. 

3-2-601 --History 

History: En. Sec. 440, p. 132, Bannack Stat.; re-en. Sec. 597, p. 157, Cod. Stat. 1871; re-en. Sec. 17, C. Civ. 
Proc. 1895; re-en. Sec. 6249, Rev. C. 1907; re-en. Sec. 8801, R.C.M. 1921; Cal. C. Civ. Proc. Sec. 49; re-en. 
Sec. 8801, R.C.M. 1935; amd. Sec. 1, Ch. 271, L. 1975; R.C.M. 1947, 93-212. 

This decision is in writing, by this “writ” through Edict, coram ipso rege, per curiam, in our curia regis. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 3-2-602. Justices to report decisions. The justices of the supreme 
court shall report the decisions of the supreme court. 

3-2-602 — History 

History: En. Sec. 2, p. 72, L. 1899; re-en. Sec. 314, Rev. C. 1907; re-en. Sec. 378, R.C.M. 1921; Cal. Pol. C. 
Secs. 767-782; re-en. Sec. 378, R.C.M. 1935; amd. Sec. 2, Ch. 182, L. 1949; R.C.M. 1947, 82-2001. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Decisions Not to Be Copyrighted: Anything contained in an opinion 
prepared and published by the court cannot be copyrighted. State ex rel. Helena Allied Printing Council v. 
Mitchell, 105 M 326, 74 P2d 417 (1937). 

Either the decisions contained in the copyrighted codes are in violation of the above stated concept, or our 
Supreme Court has published its own decisions elsewhere. In the alternative, only appellate decisions are 
being published in the copyrighted codes, and consequently do not mean our Supreme Court in its exclusive 
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jurisdiction in our seat of government, as duly presented in the 1947 Revised Codes of Montana, under 
Supreme Court actions, in the writ of quo warranto, before the code commissioner and his co-horts from the 
fraternal organization perverted the intent of the Legislative Assembly at our seat of government, quod vide. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 3-2-603. Duties of reporters. (1) The reporters of the decisions of 
the supreme court shall make careful and accurate reports of the cases decided by the supreme court. The 
reports of the cases shall be made under the supervision of and pursuant to rules adopted by the justices of 
the supreme court. 

A/K/A legal notices in the county newspaper, or upon the post office. 

7-3-432. Legal officer. A legal officer (who may be called the county attorney): 

(1) shall be elected; 

(2) shall.be. app.ointed.by.theJpcal,goyernmenLcommission; 

(3) shall be appointed by the chairman of the local government commission; 

(4) shall be selected as provided by ordinance; 

(5) may at the discretion of the commission be selected as provided by ordinance; or 

(6) shall not be included in this form as a separate office. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 7-3-433. Law enforcement officer. A law enforcement officer (who 
may be called the sheriff): 

(1) shall be elected; 

(2) shall beappointed by the .local .government.commission; 

(3) shall be appointed by the chairman of the local government commission; 

(4) shall be selected as provided by ordinance; 

(5) may at the discretion of the commission be selected as provided by ordinance; or 

(6) shall not be included in this form as a separate office. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 7-3-434. Clerk and recorder. A clerk and recorder: 

(1) shall be elected; 

(2) shall be^appointed by the .local .government.commission; 

(3) shall be appointed by the chairman of the local government commission; 

(4) shall be selected as provided by ordinance; 

(5) may at the discretion of the commission be selected as provided by ordinance; or 

(6) shall not be included in this form as a separate office. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 7-3-435. Clerk of district court. A clerk of district court: 

(1) shall be elected; 

(2) Shallbeappointedbytliejpcalgoyernmentcpm 

(3) shall be appointed by the chairman of the local government commission; 

(4) shall be selected as provided by ordinance; 

(5) may at the discretion of the commission be selected as provided by ordinance; or 

(6) shall not be included in this form as a separate office. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 7-3-436. Treasurer. A treasurer: 

(1) shall be elected; 

(2) shall be^appointed by the .local .government.commission; 

(3) shall be appointed by the chairman of the local government commission; 

(4) shall be selected as provided by ordinance; 

(5) may at the discretion of the commission be selected as provided by ordinance; or 
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(6) shall not be included in this form as a separate office. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 7-3-440. Coroner. A coroner: 

(1) shall be elected; 

( 2 ) shall.be. app.ointed.by.thejpcal .government.commission; 

(3) shall be appointed by the chairman of the local government commission; 

(4) shall be selected as provided by ordinance; 

(5) may at the discretion of the commission be selected as provided by ordinance; or 

(6) shall not be included in this form as a separate office. 

This is what is meant by the term “or appointed”. Our traditional form, under common law and still is, in 
“Holy Scriptures”, as well as Magna Charta chapter 45, quoted; “We will only, appoint such men to be 
justiciaries, constables, sheriffs, or bailiffs as know the law of the land and will keep it well.” 

3-2-604 -- Section Text 

3-2-604. Distribution of reports. (1) On the publication of each volume of the reports, the supreme court 
shall purchase up to 221 copies from the publisher. The court shall distribute them at no charge and in the 
following manner: 

(a) to the state library for distribution, five copies; 

(b) to the library of congress, four copies; 

(c) to the university of Montana law library, two copies; 

(d) to each justice of the supreme court, district judge, and county attorney, one copy; 

(e) to the law library of the state of Montana, four copies; 

(f) to the attorney general, 11 copies; 

(g) to other institutions, publishers, authors, and libraries with which the state law librarian has 
established a system of exchange for materials of comparable value, up to 50 copies; and 

(h) to the university of Montana up to 50 copies to be used by the law librarian of the university for the 

purpose of exchanges for materials of comparable value with libraries, universities, and institutions 

of higher education in other states. 

(2) All reports distributed to state, district, and other officers in the state are for the use of their office and 
shall be, by the person receiving them, turned over to his successor in office. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Compiler’s Comments 
3-2-604 — Compiler’s Comment 

1981 Amendment: Changed “secretary of state” to “supreme court” and “300 copies” to “up to 221 
copies” in the first sentence of (1); inserted “at no charge” in the second sentence of (1); deleted the law 
library of each state and territory, the judges of the United States district courts in the western states, the 
clerk of district courts in Montana, and state offices from list receiving copies in (1); inserted five copies to 
the state library, two copies to the University of Montana law library, 11 copies to the attorney general in 
(1); decreased from five to four the number of copies to the library of congress; inserted “for materials of 
comparable value, up to 50 copies” and changed “literary and scientific” to “other” before institutions in 
(l)(g); inserted “for materials of comparable value” and “libraries” in (1 )(h); deleted receipt requirement 
from (2); and made changes in phraseology. 

Only in his wildest imaginary dreams could the code commissioner change the “secretary of state” to the 
“supreme court”, unless he had never read the concept of separation of powers doctrine, law schooling 
administered by the fraternal Mason brotherhood notwithstanding, nor impairing his vision, or visions as the 
cause of action could be liberally construed. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 3-5-403. Terms and departments in multijudge districts. (1) In each 
judicial district which has now or may hereafter have more than one judge, as many terms or sessions of 
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court may be held at the same time as there are judges in the district, either elected or appointed to, called 
into, or assigned to the performance of the duties of holding court therein. 

(2) The judges elected to hold office in each judicial district having more than one judge must 

divide the court into departments, prescribe the order of business, and make rules for the government of 
such court. Each department shall be numbered, and each judge shall be assigned to one of such numbered 
departments. 

(3) The judges must apportion the business of the court among themselves as equally as may be. In case 
of their failure for any cause to make such apportionment or to assign each judge to a numbered department, 
the supreme court, upon application of any interested person, shall make an order apportioning such 
business and assigning each judge to a numbered department and cause the same to be entered upon the 
minute book of the district court in each county in such district. Such order shall remain in full force and 
effect until modified or repealed by the authority making it. The failure or refusal of any district judge to 
carry out the terms of such order shall constitute a contempt of the supreme court. 

(4) The principal office of the judgeship in the 4 th district created by Chapter 542, L. 1979, shall be in 
Lake County. The chief judge of the district shall have authority to assign a judge to such office. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 1-1-108 — Case Note 

Statutes Construed as Continuation of Common Law: Statutes are but continuations of basic common law 
and are not presumed to make any alterations in it further than is expressly declared, and a statute made in 
the affirmative to define a right, without any negative implications expressed or implied, does not detract 
from the common law, the rules of which are not to be overturned except by clear and unambiguous 
language. State ex rel. La Point v. District Court, 69 M 29, 220 P 88 (1923). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 1-1-108 — Case Note 

Interference With Contractual Rights—Unknown at Common Law: When a right sought to be asserted was 
not known to the common law at the time it became part of the jurisprudence of the state, authority for the 
right must be found in the acts of the Legislature. Court found a cause of action for interference with 
contractual rights based in part on the doctrine that “for every wrong there is a remedy”. Simonsen v. Barth, 
64 M 95, 208 P 938 (1922). 

1-1-109- Case Note 

Definition of “Common Law of England”: The common law of England means that body of jurisprudence as 
applied and modified by the courts of this country up to the time it became a rule of decision in this 
commonwealth. Aetna Accident & Liab. Co. v. Miller, 54 M 377, 170 P 760 (1918). 

Blackstone admitted the common law reigns from its intended grave, and our Supreme Court Justices’ 
concur, specially presenting we have no intention of retiring to the grave before our term time. See Ezekiel 
33 . 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition (17) “Special election” means an election other than a statutory 
scheduled primary or general election held at any time f or any .purpose provided by law. It may be held in 
conjunction with a statutory scheduled election. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 1-2-101. Role of the judge—preference to construction giving each 
provision meaning. In the construction of a statute, the office of the judge is simply to ascertain and declare 
what is in terms or in substance contained therein, not to insert what has been omitted or to omit what has 
been inserted. Where there are several provisions or particulars, such a construction is, if possible, to be 
adopted as will give effect to all. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 1-2-101 — Case Note 
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Reasonable Construction of Whole Statute Without Inserting or Omitting Anything: In construing a statute, 
the court must find legislative intent from the plain meaning by reasonably and logically interpreting the 
statute as a whole without omitting or inserting anything or determining intent from a reading of only a part 
of the statute. Gaub v. Milbank Ins. Co., 220 M 424, 715 P2d 443, 43 St. Rep. 497 (1986). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Intention Shown by Plain Meaning—Other Means of Interpretation 
Barred: Where the intention of the Legislature can be determined from the plain meaning of words used in a 
statute, the courts may not go further and apply any other means of interpretation. Tongue River Elec. Co¬ 
op, Inc. v. Mont. Power Co., 195 M 511, 636 P2d 862, 38 St. Rep. 2032 (1981). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 1-2-101 — Case Note 

In construing a statute, the office of the Judge is to ascertain and declare what is in terms or in substance 
contained therein, not to insert what has been omitted or to omit what has been inserted; he may not indulge 
injudicial legislation. Taylor v. Rann, 106 M 588, 80 P2d 376 (1938). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 1-2-101 — Case Note 

In the construction of a statute it is not permissible to read something into or out of it to make it 
understandable or workable. In re Baxter’s Estate, 101 M 504, 54 P2d 869 (1936). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 1-2-101 — Case Note 

In construing a statute, the office of courts is simply to ascertain and declare what is in terms or in substance 
contained therein, not to write into the act words which the Legislature saw fit to omit. Maki v. Anaconda 
Copper Min. Co., 87 M 314, 287 P 170 (1930); Morrison v. Farmers’ & Traders’ St. Bank, 70 M 146, 225 P 
123 (1924). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Unambiguous—No Room for Construction: It is the province of 
courts to construe and apply the law as they find it and to maintain its integrity as it has been written by a 
coordinate branch of the state government. When the terms of a statute are plain, unambiguous, direct, and 
certain, it speaks for itself and there is no room for construction. Chmielewska v. Butte & Superior Min. Co., 
81 M36, 261 P 616 (1927). 

1-2-101 - Case Note 

Ordinary and Usual Meaning: The language of a statute must be construed in accordance with its usual and 
ordinary acceptation, with a view to giving vitality to and making operative all provisions of the law and 
accomplishing the intention of the Legislature when ascertainable. Hill County v. Liberty County, 62 M 15, 
203 P 500 (1921). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 1-2-101 — AG Opinion 

Insertion of Words Prohibited: This section prohibits insertion of words in a code section to reach a 
particular construction. 28 A.G. Op. 21 (1959). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Court to Harmonize Parts of Statute: Where one part of a statute 
deals with the subj ect in general and comprehensive terms, while another part deals with it in a more minute 
and definite way, the two parts should be read together and, if possible, harmonized with a view to giving 
effect to a consistent legislative policy. Butte v. Indus. Accident Bd., 52 M 75, 156 P 130 (1916); Stadler v. 
Helena, 46 M 128, 127 P 454 (1912). 

By self-confessions on the Current Affairs video tape, the false god Nickolas C. Mumion admitted to 
violation of the above prohibitions in relation to intent of statutes, by his own words, quote; “We came up 
with”. Either Nickolas C. Mumion is the Legislative Assembly in Montana, or the cow clearly jumped over 
the moon. 
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Common-Law Powers: This section adds nothing to the powers already possessed by courts of general 
jurisdiction, for it is merely declaratory of the common law. May v. N. Pac. Ry., 32 M 522, 81 P 328 (1905). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 1-2-103 -- Case Note 

The doctrine that a “statute in affirmance of the common law is to be construed as was the rule by that law” 
would perhaps be modified by this section. Nelson v. Great N. Ry., 28 M 297, 72 P 642 (1903). 

Case Notes 

Lack of Jurisdiction—Lack of Power to Adjudicate: Generally, courts lacking subject matter jurisdiction 
over a cause of action have no power to adjudicate issues in the action. Sterrett v. Milk River Prod. Credit 
Ass’n, 234 M 459, 764 P2d 467, 45 St. Rep. 2048 (1988). 

Cross-References 

Establishment of court system, Art. VII, Mont. Const. 

Disputable presumption that court lawfully exercises jurisdiction, 26-1-602. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 1-2-104 — Section Text 

1-2-104. Preference to construction favoring natural right. When a statute is equally susceptible of two 
interpretations, one in favor of natural right and the other against it, the former is to be adopted. 

1-2-104 - History 

History: En. Sec. 620, p. 200, L. 1877; re-en. Sec. 620, 1 st Div. Rev. Stat. 1879; re-en. Sec. 638, 1 st Div. 
Comp. Stat. 1887; re-en. Sec. 3142, C. Civ. Proc. 1895; re-en. Sec. 7883, Rev. C. 1907; re-en. Sec. 10527, 
R.C.M. 1921; Cal. C. Civ. Proc. Sec. 1866; re-en. Sec. 10527, R.C.M. 1935; R.C.M. 1947, 93-40l-23(part). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Effect of Legislative Provisions: The right to trial by an impartial 
jury is an unqualified one that it is beyond the power of the Legislature to curtail. Any provisions of the 
statutes that relate to the selection of a jury are to be understood as merely providing the means by which the 
constitutional guaranty may be exercised to the fullest extent. St. v. Brooks, 57 M 480, 188 P 942 (1920). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. II, sec. 24, Mont. Const.—Case Note 

All Jurors to Be Impartial: One accused of crime is guaranteed the right to “a speedy public trial by an 
impartial jury of the county or district in which the offense is alleged to have been committed”. An impartial 
jury must be composed of 12 impartial men. A number less than that will not suffice. If one of the jurors is 
incompetent because of actual bias entertained by him against the accused and conceals such incompetency 
on his voir dire, this vitiates the jury as a whole. St. v. Mott, 29 M 292, 74 P 728 (1903). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Right as of Time Constitution Adopted Preserved: 

Art. II, sec. 26, Mont. Const.—Case Note 

The guaranty of a right to trial by jury does not grant or enlarge the right of a jury trial but merely preserves 
it as it existed at the time the Constitution was adopted. Moore v. Capitol Gas Corp., 117 M 148, 158 P2d 
302 (1945). 

The Bannack statutes, in the year of 1864, First Legislative Assembly, in our Territory of Montana, proves 
speedy trial was three hours, and when the Justice delayed or adjourned beyond that time, the accused was 
set free. Our enabling act in our Constitution of Montana makes provisions for this substantive right and we 
concur. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. II, sec. 26, Mont. Const.—Case Note 

The right of trial by jury is the right as it existed at the time the Constitution was adopted. Bull v. Butte 
Elec. Ry., 69 M 529, 223 P 514 (1924). See also In re McLure, 68 M 556, 220 P 527 (1923). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. II, sec. 26, Mont. Const.—Case Note 
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The Constitution must be construed in view of the conditions existing at the time of its adoption, and the 
right of trial by jury guaranteed under this broad declaration is the right as it then existed and not one created 
or extended, except by express terms, by the instrument itself. This rule extends to both civil and criminal 
trials. Mont. Ore Purchasing Co. v. Boston & Mont. Consol. Copper & Silver Min. Co., 27 M 288, 70 P 
1114 (1902); State ex rel. Jackson v. Kennie, 24 M 45, 60 P 589 (1901). 

Our Supreme Court declares strict compliance with our organic law, and vacates the judgment administered 
by the false god black-robed foreign agent Gregory P. Mohr in purported case in Garfield county, in a 
statutory jurisdiction under color of law through the compact party state of Montana and its public policy 
limited liability bankrupt foreign agents, being cognizant of true bill by grand jury now in special term in 
Garfield county-court. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. 11, sec. 26, Mont. Const.—Case Note 

Same as Federal Right: The right guaranteed by Art. Ill, sec. 23, 1889 Mont. Const., is the same as that 
guaranteed by the seventh amendment to the federal Constitution, because the federal Constitution was the 
fundamental law of the territory at the time of its admission as a state, and the right as it then existed was 
preserved in the state Constitution. Consol. Gold & Sapphire Min. Co. v. Struthers, 41 M 565, 111 P 152 
(1910); Chessman v. Hale, 31 M 577, 79 P 254 (1905). 

See speedy trial Supreme Court decision, supra. For mandatory publication in our county-court. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. 11, sec. 26, Mont. Const.—Case Note 

Right Cannot Be Abridged by Legislature: The right of trial by jury, as it existed at the time of the adoption 
of the Constitution, still exists and cannot be taken away by legislative enactment. Chessman v. Hale, 31 M 
577, 79 P254 (1905) 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 3-10-202. Oath—proof of certification. (1) Each justice of the 
peace, elected or .appointed, after he has received his certificate of election or appo jntment , shall, before 
entering upon the duties of his office, take the constitutional oath of office, which must be filed with the 
county clerk. 

(2) Before the county clerk may file the oath, the elected or appointed justice must satisfy the clerk that he 
is certified as provided in 3-1-1502 or 3-1-1503. 

Art. V, sec. 7, Mont. Const.—AG Opinion 

Submission to Electorate: For the most part , the provisions of the Montana Constitution encourage 
officials appointed to vacant offices to submit to the electorate at the next regularly scheduled election. 37 
A.G. Op. 115 (1978). 

* * * & & A % $ (a)\ For the most part , consider the source, or in the alternative, by what authority? 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. VI, sec. 8, Mont. Const.—Case Note 

Vacancy—Term of Appointees: As soon as a vacancy occurs, the appointing power may act, but since the 
Constitution does not distinguish vacancies into different classes on account of the exigencies which 
occasion them, the term for which the appointment holds good is governed by the limitations upon the 
appointing power therein prescribed. State ex rel. Patterson v. Lentz, 50 M 322, 146 P 932 (1915). 

This opinion failed to comprehend the word “male” as in contradistinction to “woman”. Clearly a separate 
and peculiar class after the so-called commerce citizen subject created by acts of congress in their limited 
sphere of contractual specific performance considerations. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. VI, sec. 8, Mont. Const.—Case Note 

Term of Officers: There is no limit to the term of officers whose offices are established by the Constitution 
or which may be created by law, except as provided in the various portions of the Constitution which deal 
with particular officers. State ex rel. Quintin v. Edwards, 38 M 250, 99 P 940 (1908). 
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1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. VI, sec. 8, Mont. Const.—Case Note 

Appointment Power Reserved to People—Bounty Inspectors: The power to appoint or delegate the 
appointing power is reserved to..the.people, acting through the Legislature, in every instance, excepting 
those enumerated, jn the Constitution. Bounty inspectors were not officers whose appointment is 
“otherwise provided for” in Art. VII, sec. 7, 1889 Mont. Const., and the Legislature had the power to 
delegate the selection of three stockgrowers in each county to appoint bounty inspectors to the District 
Judges. In re Terrett, 34 M 325, 86 P 266 (1906). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. VII, sec. 1, Mont. Const.—Case Note 

Distinction Between Court and Judge—Justices’ Courts: There is a well-defined distinction between a 
particular court and the judges of that court, but the authority of the Justice of the Peace and of the Justice’s 
Court, so far as judicial matters are concerned, is identical. State ex rel. Grissom v. Justice Court, 31 M 258, 
78 P 498 (1904). 

A Justice of the Peace is an amanuensis, acting as clerk for the Justice prosecuting. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. VII, sec. 2, Mont. Const.—Case Note 

Review in Criminal Cases: The Supreme Court, under the constitutionally granted power of general 
supervisory control over all other courts, suspended rules relating to review in criminal cases which would 
allow review only by appeal or by postconviction relief and ordered a Justice’s Court to grant a stay of 
proceedings with respect to a charge filed against defendant, conditioned upon a filing by either party in a 
court of record of an action to promptly terminate the litigation. State ex rel. Turk v. District Court, 177 M 
245, 581 P2d 433 (1978). 

This above presentment is duly contained in the judges bench-book, which provides for the Justice to certify 
into a court of record any action where the State will be sued, especially the state of Montana who is 
reduced to a private party in relation to their artificial status of alien. Proofs Gregory P. Mohr was acting 
void of jurisdiction is revealed in the CD-ROM MCA 1994 disk, which confesses 1/4 of the fines paid into 
the statutory Justice of the Peace court go to the judges retirement fund, and the equal opportunity 
employment franchise state of Montana then provides a matching fund of an additional 6% of the ill-gotten 
gains of filthy lucre forbidden in “Holy Scriptures”. “Thou shalt not covet thy neighbors goods.” 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. VII, sec. 2, Mont. Const.—Case Note 

Appellate Jurisdiction Only: The jurisdiction of the Supreme Court was limited by Art. VIII, sec. 2, 1889 
Mont. Const., to appellate matters. State ex rel. Lewis & Clark County v. District Court, 90 M 213, 300 P 
544 (1931); Willis v. Pilot Butte Min. Co., 58 M 26, 190 P 124 (1920); Helena v. Helena Waterworks Co., 
43 M 169, 115 P 200 (1911); Bordeaux v. Bordeaux, 29 M 478, 75 P 359 (1904); In re Weston, 28 M 207, 
72 P 512 (1903); State ex rel. Sutton v. District Court, 27 M 128, 69 P 988 (1902); Finlen v. Heinze, 27 M 
107, 69 P 829, 70 P 817 (1902); Bordeaux v. Bordeaux, 26 M 533, 69 P 103 (1902); State ex rel. 
Schamikow v. Hogan, 24 M 379, 62 P 493 (1900). 

Appellate jurisdiction is voluntary, both to the prosecutor and to the accused. Our three separate branches of 
government prevent compulsory inducement into the legislative created tribunals, the statutory created 
Justice of the Peace court being one of these “bastardized” courts. 

This is why Gregory P. Mohr admitted openly before witnesses, quote; “I’m judge now” after the parties’ 
[Taylor's] waived their vested fundamental substantive unalienable Rights. We know this truth, and Gregory 
P. Mohr knows this truth also, with the court of conscience being judici satis poena est, quod deum Habet 
ultorem. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. VII, sec. 2, Mont. Const.—Case Note 

Legislative Power: The words “limitations” and “regulations”, as used in Art. VIII, sec. 2, 1889 Mont. 
Const., mean restrictions of power and rules of conduct or proceeding. The Legislature has no power to 
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regulate the physical form of the pleadings and instruments to be filed with the Supreme Court, and the act, 
approved March 9, 1901, providing that transcripts on appeal may be printed or typewritten, at the election 
of appellant, is invalid. Jordan v. Andrus, 26 M 37, 66 P 502 (1901). 

Either this opinion should not have been left on the CD-ROM MCA 1994 disk, or Jean A. Tumage and his 
Kol Nidre accomplices caused a trespass upon our original and exclusive jurisdiction. Numerous times! 
Substantive common law evidence in our special grand jury in term time in our exclusive jurisdiction under 
our common law venue. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. VII, sec. 2, Mont. Const.—Case Note 

Scope of Power to Issue Writs in General: The provision of Art. VIII, sec. 3, 1889 Mont. Const., authorizing 
the Supreme Court in its discretion to issue and to hear and determine the writs therein specified, is a grant 
of power without limitation or qualification, authorizing such court to issue these writs for whatever 
purposes they are suitable. State ex rel. Whiteside v. District Court, 24 M 539, 63 P 395 (1900). 

“sui generis” and we concur, in our Supreme Court of original and exclusive jurisdiction in our local self- 
government in our county ( or counties ) organized for judicial purposes, ignorance of the law 
notwithstanding. Even federal agent Hogan recently agreed, and see Billings Montana division of our 
national “forum”. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. VII, sec. 2, Mont. Const.—Case Note 

Power Extends Only Over Inferior Courts: The power of supervisory control is lodged in the Supreme Court 
sitting as an organized judicial body, and such power operates only upon inferior courts. It cannot extend to 
or affect any other body or any individual or individuals. In re Weston, 28 M 207, 72 P 512 (1903). 

The copyrighted codes concur at Title 3, part 15. See Bouvier’s Law Dictionary, 1856 year, sixth edition, 
q.v. Sometimes called courts of quarter sessions, and now known as county commissioners courts in the 
County-court buildings at our seats of government. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 3-2-303. Terms of supreme court. (1) Four terms of the supreme 
court must be held each year at the seat of government, commencing on the first Tuesdays of March, June, 
October, and December. 

(2) The chief justice or any two justices have power to call a special term at any time. 

Notice this presentment did not specify original nor appellate. The original jurisdiction terms are 
commenced in January, expressly limited to term time of one year, rather than the six years for the 
department of commerce, { whoops ) We meant the supreme court. Satan is the master of confusion. And 
Lucifer is the agent. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. VII, sec. 2, Mont. Const.—Compiler’s Comment 

Court Rules: The following are the rules adopted by the Supreme Court pursuant to Art. VII, sec. 2, 
subsection (3). Most of these rules are not published elsewhere and are not compiled in their amended form. 
The compiler has arranged them to reflect their amended form in consultation with the Supreme Court. 
37-61-208. Admission of attorneys from other states. Every citizen of the United States or person resident of 
this state who has bona fide declared his or her intention to become a citizen in the manner required by law 
who has been admitted to practice law in the highest courts of another state pr of a foreign country where 
thp.£PPIPIP. I ?J?.TY..P.f. England.constitutes the‘.basis of .jurisprudence may be admitted to practice in the 
courts of this state upon the production of his or her license and satisfactory evidence of good moral 
character, but the court may examine the applicant as to his or her qualifications. However, any person who 
is a nonresident of the state of Montana and who has been admitted and is at the time authorized to practice 
law in the highest courts of another state or of a foreign country may, upon motion of any attorney admitted 
to practice in the courts of this state, be permitted by the court to appear as attorney in any action or 
proceeding in such court and shall, when so permitted, be entitled to the same rights and privileges and be 
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subject to the same duties and obligations with respect to such actions or proceedings as an attorney duly 
admitted to practice in the courts of this state. 

Our State is in purview of the United States of America, under our supreme law of the land, and our State is 
our country of Montana, not subject to the United States nor its jurisdiction under commercial nexus implied 
consent unilateral agreements however illicitly foisted upon the unwary target. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition MONTANA SUPREME COURT 

1988 INTERNAL OPERATING RULES 

Art. VII, sec. 2, Mont. Const.—Compiler’s Comment 

These rules have been adopted by the Montana Supreme Court in accordance with the constitutional 
provisions granting to the Montana Supreme Court the power to make rules governing the conduct of this 
Court and of its members. The Court has determined that the adoption of the Rules is not subject to approval 
or disapproval by other branches of government or by the organized Bar. The effective date of the Rules is 
January 4, 1988. 

The organized Bar here presented, is in fact the fraternal brotherhood emanating from England, expressly 
forbidden in our Courts of Justice by the Court, non-negotiable. See page 10 Bannack statutes, 1864. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 46-30-217. Rights of accused persons—habeas coipus. (1) No 
person arrested upon such warrant may be delivered over to the agent whom the_ executive, authority 
demanding him has appointed to receive him unless he is first taken without delay before a judge of a court 
of record in this state, who shall inform him of the demand made for his surrender and of the crime with 
which he is charged and that he has the right to demand and procure legal counsel. 

(2) If the prisoner or his counsel states that he or they desire to test the legality of his arrest, the judge of the 
court .of record shall fix a reasonable time to be allowed him within which to apply for a writ of habeas 
coipus. When the writ is applied for, notice thereof and of the time and place of hearing thereon shall be 
given to the prosecuting officer of the county in which the arrest was made and in which the accused is in 
custody and to the agent of the demanding state. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 46-30-218. Penalty for violating accused’s rights. Any officer who 
shall deliver to the agent for extradition of the demanding state a person in his custody under the governor’s 
warrant in willful disobedience of 46-30-217 shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and on conviction shall be 

fined not more than $ 1,000 or be.imprisoned not more than 6 months, .or both. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 46-30-211. Demand—form. (1) No demand for the extradition of a 
person charged with crime in another state shall be recognized by the governor unless in writing alleging 
that the accused was present in the demanding state at the time of the commission of the alleged crime and 
that thereafter he fled from the state, except in cases arising under 46-30-204, and accompanied by: 

(a) a copy of an indictment found or information supported by affidavit in the state having jurisdiction 
of the crime; 

(b) a copy of an affidavit made before a magistrate there, together with a copy of any warrant which was 
issued thereon; or 

(c) a copy of a judgment of conviction or of a sentence imposed in execution thereof, together with a 
statement by the executive authority of the demanding state that the person claimed has escaped 

from confinement or has broken the terms of his bail, probation, or parole. 

(2) The indictment, information, or affidavit made before the magistrate must substantially charge the person 
demanded with having committed a crime under the law of that state. The copy of the indictment, 
information, affidavit, judgment of conviction, or sentence must be ..authenticated..by..the executive 
authority making the demand. 
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1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 46-30-401. Application for issuance of requisition. (1) When the 
return to this state of a person charged with a crime in this state is required, the prosecuting attorney shall 
present to the governor his written application for a requisition for the return of the person charged. The 
application shall state the name of the person charged, the crime charged against him, the approximate time, 
place, and circumstances of its commission, and the state in which he is believed to be, including the 
location of the accused therein at the time the application is made. It shall certify that in the opinion of the 
prosecuting attorney the ends of justice require the arrest and return of the accused to this state for trial and 
that the proceeding is not being instituted to.enforce a private claim. 

46-30-401 — Compiler’s Comment 

1981 Amendment: Substituted “governor” for “government’’ in the first sentence of (5). 

Article 1 

The party states find that charges outstanding against a prisoner, detainers based on untried indictments, 
informations, or complaints, and difficulties in securing speedy trial of persons already incarcerated in other 
jurisdictions produce uncertainties which obstruct programs of prisoner treatment and rehabilitation. 
Accordingly, it is the policy of the party states and the purpose of this agreement to encourage the 
expeditious and orderly disposition of such charges and determination of the proper status of any and all 
detainers based on untried indictments, informations, or complaints. The party states also find that 
proceedings with reference to such charges and detainers, when emanating from another jurisdiction, cannot 
properly be had in the absence of cooperative procedures. It is the further purpose of this agreement.to 
provide such .cooperative procedures. 

Article 11 

As used in this agreement: 

(1) “state” shall mean a state of the United States, the United States of America, a territory or 
possession of the United States, the District of Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico; 

(2) “sending state” shall mean a state in which a prisoner is incarcerated at the time that he initiates a 
request for final disposition pursuant to Article 111 hereof or at the time that a request for custody or 
availability is initiated pursuant to Article IV hereof; 

(3) “receiving state” shall mean the state in which trial is to be had on an indictment, information, or 
complaint pursuant to Article 111 or Article IV hereof. 

The above five presentments concerning the two different States, would be difficult for the uninitiated to 
observe the clandestine criminal element involved, unless and until they discovered in our State, as we so 
discovered, the criminal changes by the code commissioner, willfully corrupting our form of self- 
government. Nearly all the People know the word governor does not encompass all the People at all times. 
Some of the People know the word government means the People, and some People just don’t know. This 
Supreme Court decision will help those People. But it will not help the “persons” exposed. Only time and 
Almighty God will help those “persons”. Another way to analyze the above five presentments is by “quo 
warranto” in our Supreme Court at our seat of government, i.e. Fergus county, Garfield county, Yellowstone 
county and the like. Even Lewis and Clark county, or Lake county. The last two admitted on the 1994 CD- 
ROM MCA disk. A private party could even choose the 21st judicial district for remedy, and the justice 
therein, not specifically enamored with the title, Hon.. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 7-32-2131 — Case Note 

Writ of Supreme Court—Process: The decision of the Supreme Court, on an application for a writ under its 
original jurisdiction, constitutes the judgment of the court, and the writ itself that is thereafter issued is 
merely the court process issued for the enforcement thereof. State ex rel. Clark v. District Court, 103 M 145, 
61 P2d 836 (1936). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 46-30-302 — Case Note 
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Applicability of Time Limits: The time limits in 46-30-302 and 46-30-304 refer only to the length of 
detention permitted before an accused person must be released from custody in the asylum state. These 
sections do not require dismissal of extradition proceedings for any supposed time limits on issuance of the 
Governor’s { government } warrant. These sections have no applicability once a Governor’s warrant has 
been issued. Once the Governor of Montana issues his warrant, all questions involving the prior arrest and 
detention are rendered immaterial. In re Petition of Blackburn, 215 M 440, 701 P2d 715, 42 St. Rep. 525 
(1985), followed in St. v. Campbell, 233 M 502, 761 P2d 393, 45 St. Rep. 1678 (1988), and in St. v. 
Holliman, 247 M 365, 805 P2d 52, 48 St. Rep. 56 (1991). 

Special note-The Governor of Montana above highlighted is not the governor of the state of 

Montana, and by past specific performances does not include Marc Racicot. That office is vacant. Up until 
this writ of proclamation hits West’s Publishing, and other post offices. Whether wholly within or without 
that state. Even though a recent public announcement presented states’ rights. It should have been correctly 
presented States’ Rights. But they tried, feigned observance of the forthcoming posse comitatus vi et armis 
notwithstanding. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 46-22-101 -- Case Note 

Trial Court Jurisdiction: When the court imposed a prison sentence for a misdemeanor, its judgment was 
void as being in excess of its jurisdiction, and the prisoner was entitled to habeas corpus. St. v. District 
Court, 35 M 321, 89 P 63 (1907). 

Gregory P. Mohr failed to grasp the common law, by the propaganda leniency, when no sentence could have 
been forthcoming in any instance in the statutory revenue enhancement process feigned as overt collections 
for an insurance commissioner who would just as well pass on the limited liability to the non-registered 
Nickolas C. Mumion at this time, to save the sinking ship of state, an executive term borrowed from the 
bankrupt party state. By force of the term fifty million units of current credit money are specially 
collectable by our writ of execution at a Bank. See Banker’s Handbook of Commercial Banking Law. Non- 
negotiable. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Convention Notes 

Art. XI, sec. 5, Mont. Const.—Official Comment 

New provision directing legislature to pass laws concerning procedures for local voters to design their own 
forms of government (self-government charters). The charter provisions concerning structure of local 
governments would take precedence over general laws on such matters. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Section 6. Self-government powers. A local government unit 
adopting a self-government charter may exercise any power not prohibited by this constitution, law, or 
charter. This grant of self-government powers may be extended to other local government units through 
optional forms of government provided for in section 3. 

See quoad hoc committee minutes certified into the realm in Garfield county, in our country of Montana, in 
these United States of America, of necessity in common law venue open to no one { person } of any 
character whatsoever. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Rule 12(d), M.R.Civ.P.—Case Note 

“Special Appearance” Treated as Motion to Dismiss—Dismissal of Nonresident Defendants for Lack of 
Personal Jurisdiction Upheld: Plaintiffs appealed the dismissal of nonresident defendants from their 
wrongful death and survivorship lawsuits. The Supreme Court found that a “special appearance” made by a 
party defendant to quash service of a summons for lack of personal jurisdiction, despite its outdated label, 
served as a motion to dismiss for lack of jurisdiction. The trial court did not commit reversible error by 
granting a motion that used an antiquated label. Knoepke v. SW. Ry., 190 M 238, 620 P2d 1185, 37 St. Rep. 
1910 (1980). 
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1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Rule 12(h), M.R.Civ.P.—Case Note 

Jurisdiction—Cannot Be Obtained by Consent: Objection to lack of jurisdiction over subject matter may be 
raised at any time. A court lacking jurisdiction cannot acquire it by consent of parties. Corban v. Corban, 
161 M 93, 504 P2d 985 (1972), followed in In re Marriage of Cox, 226 M 176, 736 P2d 97, 44 St. Rep. 567 
(1987). 

Special presentment notice-Venue can be waived, jurisdiction can not be waived. Our Supreme Court 

Justices concur. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Rule 52(a), M.R.Civ.P.—Case Note 

Judgment Distinguished: Findings of fact and conclusions of law are not the judgment, but merely the 
foundation for the judgment. Reintsma v. Lawson, 223 M 520, 727 P2d 1323, 43 St. Rep. 1962 (1986); State 
ex rel. King v. District Court, 107 M 476, 86 P2d 755 (1939); Galiger v. McNulty, 80 M 339, 260 P 401 
(1927); State ex rel. Reser v. District Court, 53 M 235, 163 P 1149 (1917). 

Regardless of the void jurisdiction alleged by Gregory P. Mohr, and his void judgment, our Supreme Court 
Justices have vacated said void judgment to prevent irreparable injury to innocent private parties’, as well as 
the impending double taxation against the aliens. Some presumably innocent, some expressly not innocent 
as proven prima facie upon public and private acts. See unlawful assembly, closed meetings, and hiding of 
the illegitimate posse list of names in Garfield county. Our Courts are always open, much to the chagrin of 
the delinquents, and upon their heads rests their own transgressions, the false god Baal Nickolas C. Mumion 
notwithstanding. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 1-1-108 — Case Note 

Statutes Construed as Continuation of Common Law: Statutes are but continuations of basic common law 
and are not presumed to make any alterations in it further than is expressly declared, and a statute made in 
the affirmative to define a right, without any negative implications expressed or implied, does not detract 
from the common law, the rules of which are not to be overturned except by clear and unambiguous 
language. State ex rel. La Point v. District Court, 69 M 29, 220 P 88 (1923). 

MCA 1-108 and 1-109 would prima facie appear to abrogate the above opinion, but as comprehended in the 
copyrighted codes, who cares? See the defined term “person” in the copyrighted statute-merchant civil 
contracts. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition TITLE 3, CHAPTER 10, Part 3 - Case Note 

Jurisdiction Required Before Judgment Effective: It is fundamental that a court rendering a decision in a 
particular case have jurisdiction over the parties. When the judgment roll on its face shows that the court 
was without jurisdiction to render the judgment, its pronouncement is in fact no judgment and cannot be 
enforced. No right can be derived from it. All proceedings founded upon it are invalid and ineffective for 
any purpose. Ciotti v. Hoover, 237 M 462, 774 P2d 406, 46 St. Rep. 969 (1989), following Apple v. 
Edwards, 123 M 135, 211 P2d 138 (1949). 

This presentment is prima facie instructional to Gregory P. Mohr, in spite of the fact Almighty God seals the 
eyes, ears, and minds of certain delinquents who fail to submit, causing said delinquent to be possessed of a 
reprobate, or depraved mind at the choice of the suitor, and under the equal rights clause of their own 
creations. This is not to be construed as a conclusion of law, just the facts, for judgment nisi prius. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. 11, sec. 6, Mont. Const.—Case Note 

Judicial Nomination: Under the rule that a statute which denies an elector the right to nominate candidates 
for public office was void as violative of Art. Ill, sec. 5 and 26, 1889 Mont. Const., Ch. 113, L. 1909, which 
provided for nonpartisan nominations to judicial office by petition, was invalid because it was incapable of 
being made to operate uniformly throughout the state, in that it failed to provide any means by which a 
candidate for judicial office may be nominated in a newly created municipality or for a newly created 
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judicial office or for judicial office in a district the boundaries of which have been changed since the last 
election or may be changed hereafter. State ex rel. Holliday v. O’Leary, 43 M 157, 115 P 204 (1911). 

A private party is lead to the inescapable conclusion, which came first, the chicken or the egg? 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition TITLE 26, CHAPTER 1, Part 6 — Compiler’s Comment 

No presumption obtains in favor of the judgments of justice courts. Jenkins v. Carroll, 42 Mont. 302, 312, 
112 P. 1064 (1910); Miller v. Miller, 47 Mont. 150, 153, 131 P. 23 (1913); Beck v. Felenzer, 69 Mont. 592, 
598, 233 P. 499 (1924). 

Constructive Notice for the delinquent Gregory P. Mohr, and his mentor Gladys M. Stanton, admitted 
accomplice by her own hand, prima facie evidence sealed into this exclusive jurisdiction, appellate 
jurisdiction notwithstanding, especially under the illicit title of nobility department of commerce, sometimes 
interspersed with secretary of state supra.. See compiler’s comments on CD-ROM MCA 1994 disk. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 

46-6-411. Assisting officer of another state. (1) Any peace officer of another state, of the United States, or of 
the District of Columbia who enters this state in close pursuit of a person in order to arrest the person has the 
same authority to arrest and hold the person in custody as peace officers of this state have to arrest and hold 
in custody a person on the ground that the person has committed a crime in this state. 

(2) If an arrest is made in this state by an officer of another state, of the United States, or of the District of 
Columbia, the officer shall without unnecessary delay take the arrested person before a judge of a court of 
record, who shall conduct a hearing for the sole purpose of determining if the arrest was in accordance with 
the provisions of subsection (1) and not for the purpose of determining the guilt or innocence of the arrested 
person. 

(3) If the judge determines that the arrest was in accordance with subsection (1), the judge shall commit 
the arrested person to the custody of the officer making the arrest, who shall without unnecessary delay take 
the arrested person to the state from which that person fled. If the judge determines that the arrest was 
unlawful, the judge shall discharge the person arrested. 

(4) This section may not be construed to make unlawful any arrest in this state that would otherwise be 
lawful. 

46-6-411 -- Official Comment 

No change in the law except an apparent error in R.C.M. 1947, section 94-6025 was corrected by changing 
the word “unlawful” to “lawful.” 

A private party wonders, as does this Supreme Court, to whom does it appear? “quo warranto” 

46-6-411 — Official Comment 

1991 Comment: This statute preserves the Uniform Act on Close Pursuit, which was codified as 1987 MCA 
46-6-411. The statute recognizes that the term “state” includes the District of Columbia. Rather than provide 
a special definition for this statute, which would not comply with the concept of a general definition 
provision, the District of Columbia is included in the body of the statute. This minor change should not 
change the law or established procedure. 

46-6-411 — Official Comment Source: R.C.M. 1947, sections 94-6023 through 94-6028. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 46-7-102 — Official Comment 

This section is not a basic extension of existing law. It requires that the defendant be taken before a 
magistrate without unreasonable delay after arrest. Existing law seems to require such an “initial 
appearance” in cases of arrests with or without a warrant. Failure to so act would not vitiate a conviction or 
suffice as grounds for a motion to dismiss. Insofar as substantive rights are not injured by an unlawful 
detention and there is no prejudice, there should be no dismissal or reversal although there might be a suit 
for false arrest or unlawful detention. Any time the defendant’s substantive rights are prejudiced it would be 
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ground for reversal whether this provision was included or not. It seems that it would be less likely that the 
defendant’s constitutional rights would be abridged (according to federal determinations) if the above 
procedure was rigorously followed. Under this provision, the defendant should be duly informed of his 
constitutional rights (the right to know the charge against him, the right to counsel, the right to remain silent 
and the right to bail) as early as possible and therefore the entire, subset is apt to be 

looked upon with more favor by. the “reviewing, federal courts.” 

An open confession of intent to subvert the law and cover the transgression by aid of the code commissioner 
and his team, John P. Connor, Jr., Joe L. Hegel, Thomas A. Olson, Robert DesChamps 111, and the like. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. 11, sec. 11, Mont. Const.—Case Note 

Oath or Affirmation: The provision of Art. Ill, sec. 7, 1889 Mont. Const., that no warrant shall issue without 
probable cause, supported by oath, prevents arbitrary accusations by requiring affidavits of truthfulness to 
facts constituting probable cause, avoids false issues, and guarantees to the citizen that no warrant of seizure 
of his person can lawfully issue except upon such probable cause, supported by the oath of someone. But, 
being a formal matter, the support by oath or affirmation can be waived, and, if the verification can be 
waived, the illegality of a warrant issued upon an unverified information can also be waived. State ex rel. 
Nolan v. Brantly, 20 M 173, 50 P 410 (1897). 

This concept presents unequivocally, one sin deserves another. Only a true believer in Lucifer, and his 
fraternal lodge, having taken a public oath of office to support, uphold, protect, defend, and guarantee our 
Constitution of Montana could adhere to this above sanctified chancery proliferation of rubbish. The only 
reason to include this opinion into this Edict, is to shock the dead into life. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. 11, sec. 11, Mont. Const.—Case Note 

Information—Prima Facie Probable Cause: The requirement of the Constitution that no warrant shall issue 
without probable cause, reduced to writing and supported by oath or affirmation, is, prima facie, satisfied 
and complied with when an information charging a public offense is filed by the County Attorney. An 
information is, prima facie, the statement of probable cause under oath, equal with an indictment presented 
upon the oath of grand jurors. St. v. Clancy, 20 M 498, 52 P 267 (1898). 

Notice the use of the words “prima facie”. Who signed under oath, the County Attorney, or the injured 
party? See Magna Charta chapter 38 for remedy. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 25-1-101 — Case Note 

Reference to Common-Law Forms Helpful: While the common-law forms of action have been abolished so 
far as name and form of action but not substance are concerned, reference to the forms and principles of the 
common law are of aid in determining the rights of litigants. Samuell v. Moore Mercantile Co., 62 M 232, 
204 P 376 (1921). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 27-28-301 -- Case Note 

Exclusive Ground: The authority of the state, represented by the Attorney General, to invoke the remedy by 
quo warranto is quite extensive, but the right of an individual to the remedy is limited to the single case 
named in this section. State ex rel. Boyle v. Hall, 53 M 595, 165 P 757 (1917). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 27-28-302. Contents of complaint. When the action is against a 
person for usurping an office, the complaint shall set forth the name of the person who claims to be entitled 
thereto, with an averment of his right thereto. 

27-28-302 - History 

History: En. Sec. 1415, C. Civ. Proc. 1895; re-en. Sec. 6948, Rev. C. 1907; re-en. Sec. 9581, R.C.M. 1921; 
Cal. C. Civ. Proc. Sec. 805; re-en. Sec. 9581, R.C.M. 1935; R.C.M. 1947, 93-6406(part). 
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1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 27-28-303 — Collateral Reference 

Coiporation as necessary or proper party defendant in proceedings to determine validity of election or 
appointment of coiporate director or officer. 21 ALR 2d 1048. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 27-28-305. No stay of judgment of ouster pending appeal. If there is 
judgment of ouster against the defendant, there shall be no stay of execution or proceedings pending such 
appeal. 

27-28-305 - History 

History: En. Sec. 1435, C. Civ. Proc. 1895; re-en. Sec. 6968, Rev. C. 1907; re-en. Sec. 9601, R.C.M. 1921; 
re-en. Sec. 9601, R.C.M. 1935; R.C.M. 1947, 93-6426(part). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 27-28-307. Refusal to turn over books and papers punishable as 
contempt. If such defendant refuse or neglect to deliver over any such book or paper pursuant to such 
demand, he shall be deemed guilty of a contempt of court and shall be fined in any sum not exceeding 
$10,000 and imprisoned in the jail of the county until he complies with the order of the court or is otherwise 
discharged by due course of law. 

27-28-307 - History 

History: En. Sec. 1427, C. Civ. Proc. 1895; re-en. Sec. 6960, Rev. C. 1907; re-en. Sec. 9593, R.C.M. 1921; 
re-en. Sec. 9593, R.C.M. 1935; R.C.M. 1947, 93-6418. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 27-28-308. Subsequent action for damages for usurpation. The 

person in whose favor judgment is rendered may, at any time within 1 year after the date of such judgment, 
bring an action against the party ousted and recover the damages he sustained by reason of such usurpation. 
27-28-308 - History 

History: En. Sec. 1426, C. Civ. Proc. 1895; re-en. Sec. 6959, Rev. C. 1907; re-en. Sec. 9592, R.C.M. 1921; 
re-en. Sec. 9592, R.C.M. 1935; R.C.M. 1947, 93-6417. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 27-28-501. Judgment forbidding continuation of offending acts. 
When it is found and adjudged that a coiporation has offended in any matter or manner which does not work 
such surrender or forfeiture, misused a franchise, or exercised a power not conferred by law, judgment shall 
be entered that it be ousted from the continuance of such offense or the exercise of such power. 

The above quo warranto provisions are presented with the prima facie evidence found in the Revised Codes 
of 1947 supra., in our Supreme Court, by action at the seat of government, in the respective counties. Non- 
negotiable. Incidentally, quo warranto means by what authority, or by what warrant. Some of the 
delinquents have requested explanations for the facility to comprehend, or even to expand by understanding. 
This note as a courtesy to the delinquents, special attention to the fraternal lodge State Bar of Montana, 
prima facie proven by their own admittance of certification and registration in January of 1993, in Helena, 
Montana state, before their receiving officer for limited liability upon their state, and their adjuster, Mark 
O’Keefe. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Rule 4. Persons—jurisdiction—process—service. A. PERSON. As 
used in this rule, the word “person”, whether or not a United States citizen or resident of this state and 
whether or not organized under the laws of this state, includes: 

(1) an individual, whether operating in the individual’s own name or under a trade name; 

(2) an individual’s agent or personal representative; 

(3) a corporation, business trust, estate, trust, partnership, or unincorporated association; 

(4) any two or more persons having a joint or common interest; and 

(5) any other legal or commercial entity. 

Presented only for the purpose to expose a recognition of the second class of party who might come within 
purview of a Justices’ Court. The context is never singular without a commercial nexus to the United States. 
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1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 1-2-203 — Case Note 

The true rule in this state is that where a section or a part of a statute is amended, it is not to be considered 
as repealed and enacted in its new form. The portions which are not amended are considered to have been in 
force from the time of the first enactment. Snidow v. Mont. Home for the Aged, 88 M 337, 292 P 723 
(1930). See also St. v. Yale Oil Corp., 88 M 506, 295 P 255 (1930). 

On the opposite side of the coin, what would be the false rule? And in what state? In any event, this 
opinion clearly shows a statute could be construed as ambiguous. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 1-11-204. Duties of code commissioner. (1) Prior to November 1 
immediately preceding each regular legislative session, the code commissioner shall prepare and submit to 
the legislative council a report, in tabular or other form, indicating the commissioner’s recommendations for 
legislation that will: 

(2) The commissioner shall cause to be prepared for publication with the Montana Code Annotated the 
following material: 

(a) the statutory history of each code section; 

(d) the Declaration of Independence; 

(e) the Constitution of the United States of America and amendments to the constitution; 

(f) acts of congress relating to the authentication of laws and records; 

(g) the Organic Act of the Territory of Montana; 

(h) The Enabling Act; 

(k) rules of civil, criminal, and appellate procedure and other rules of procedure the Montana supreme 
court may adopt; and 

(4) From time to time, the commissioner shall confer with members of the judiciary and the state bar- 
relative to recodification procedures. 

This presentment did not specifically define which bar, the fraternal brotherhood or ours. Without more, our 
Supreme Court Justices’ having not granted leave of this Court to the organized fraternal Bar, enforce our 
State bar by our bench. See titles of nobility supra.. And, in other sections found on the 1994 MCA CD- 
ROM disk, is admitted by compiler’s comments the word “governor” was replaced with the words 
“legislative council”. This explains why Rule 202 of their rules, states in effect, whether or not silent 
judicial notice is taken in their tribunals of conciliation. What legal effect occurs if the so-called archaic and 
ancient documents are not mandated into your Courts of Justice by the Court, if you allow the division to 
proceed under statutes? 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 26-1-603 -- Case Note 

Proof of Foreign Law: Proof of the written law of another state must be made in compliance with the 
methods prescribed in this section and the next succeeding section. Ridpath v. Heller, 46 M 586, 129 P 1054 
(1913), decided prior to the adoption of Rule 202, M.R.Ev. (see Title 26, eh. 10). 

Art. VII, sec. 4, Mont. Const.—Case Note 

Habeas Coipus—Limited to District: The jurisdiction granted to District Courts and their judges to issue the 
Writ of Habeas Coipus is exclusive. The power of a District Judge to inquire into the legality of the 
detention of persons in custody is confined to cases where the complainant, who seeks his release, is so 
detained within the boundaries of the district over which the judge presides. If such judge is absent and no 
judge temporarily presides over such court, the application should be made to the Supreme Court or a Justice 
thereof and not to a District Judge in another district. St. v. District Court, 35M51,88P564 (1907). See 
In re Lewis, 51 M 539, 154 P 713 (1916). 

This above opinion is lawfully correct, when a private party knows and understands common law venue, 
original and exclusive jurisdiction, as well as who is a Justice in your Justices’ Courts. The power above 
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enumerated is the constitutional power of the judicial branch of our self-government, our division of the 
Courts, separate from the positive law of the Jew admitted under natural law in Black’s Law Dictionary, 
First Editon. Remembering supra, the Supreme Court Justices’ electing District Court Judges (justices’ ). 
And keeping in mind the county commissioners exception to appointment of Justice of the Peace. Is the fog 
diminishing? 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. VII, sec. 4, Mont. Const.—Case Note 

No Equity Powers in Criminal Cases: The power of the District Court, sitting in the discharge of its 
jurisdiction in a criminal case, to exercise powers known only to a court of equity is impliedly denied by the 
letter as well as the spirit of the Constitution. State ex rel. Stewart v. District Court, 77 M 361, 251 P 137 
(1926). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. VII, sec. 4, Mont. Const.—Case Note 

Petty Cases: The District Court is a court of general jurisdiction. It therefore has power to hear and 
determine all classes of cases, except petty cases, of which Justices’ Courts and police courts are by the 
Constitution given exclusive cognizance. Crawford v. Pierse, 56 M 371, 185 P 315 (1919). 

By the above two opinions, it becomes clear, no equity jurisdiction exists in either the District Court or the 
Justices’ Courts. This leaves two options, either common law or admiralty/maritime. If the Justice 
prosecuting his own cause understands the “Holy Scriptures”, the Court becomes a double jurisdiction, 
both contracts and crimes. Private and public. Civil and criminal. Proofs are in the Justices’ Courts docket 
books written in handwriting near the turn of the century, found in the public libraries and contained in this 
Supreme Court as prima facie evidence. A peculiar jurisdiction, and limited at the choice of the suitor. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Art. VII, sec. 4, Mont. Const.—Case Note 

The Criminal Practice Act of 1887 (repealed), conferring upon the District and Justice’s Courts concurrent 
jurisdiction in all misdemeanors, was in conflict with Art. VIII, sec. 11, 1889 Mont. Const., and did not 
become a law of the state upon the adoption of the Constitution. St. v. Myers, 11 M 365, 28 P 650 (1891). 
Why? It would violate our exclusive jurisdiction of original causes of actions, in direct relation to the 
provisions of Article V, section 26 whereby the Legislative Assembly is forbidden from making local or 
special laws in relation to our Courts of Justice and our rules respecting our Courts of Justice. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Rule 17, M.R.App.P.—Official Comment 

This rule incoiporates Montana Supreme Court Rule IV, with changes in subdivisions (e) and (f) designed to 
recognize that on original applications the court is not limited to the issuance of alternative writs or orders to 
show cause, but may issue whatever remedial writ or order it deems expedient. 

This presentment is proof of our original jurisdiction which is exclusive to our Supreme Court. Sample 
would be warrant of attachment in private complaints, and power of our State in public causes of action, for 
common law crimes, by use of judicial writs, a prerogative of the crown. Secured by Magna Charta, chapters 
24 and 34. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 37-61-204 -- Case Note 

Legislative Veto Power Not to Extend to Admission to the Bar: Rules of appellate and civil procedure are 
subject to disapproval by the Legislature; however, as to rules promulgated by the court relative to practice, 
admission to the bar, and conduct of members of the bar, the Legislature has no such veto authority as, under 
the principle of separation of powers, the Supreme Court was given exclusive authority to promulgate such 
rules. In re McCabe, 168 M 334, 544 P2d 825 (1975). 

Another proof, our Supreme Court in its exclusive original common law venue in the county, is a separate 
self-governing power, by lawful authority of our Constitution of Montana. This is the real intent of the 
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prohibition against titles of nobility, by our bar and our bench. Our Courts grant leave, not the subjects 
created by the Legislative Assembly. 

7-4-101 -- Section Text 

7-4-101. Filing of oath of office. Every oath of office, certified by the officer before whom the same was 
taken, must be filed within the time required by law, except when otherwise specially provided, as follows: 

(1) in the office of the secretary of state for all officers whose authority is not limited to any particular 
county; 

(2) in the office of the clerk of the respective county for all elected or appointed officers for any 
county, all officers whose duties are local or whose residence in any particular county is prescribed by law, 
and the clerks of the district courts. 

This above section proves some appointed officers are limited to the county, and by reasoning power 
sometimes called common sense, a private party realizes the Justice of the Peace appointed in the county, or 
township, or precinct must be appointed by the People who do not hold any office of any kind. County or 
our State. Since our Constitution of Montana expressly provides for at least two Justices’ of the Peace in 
each township, now named precincts, and the state of Montana and their statutes provide no elections for 
same, the appointive power and authority of the People has been preserved, even though the State Bar of 
Montana would deny this truth, or in the alternative admit to limited comprehension levels contained in their 
class. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Constitutionality: In proceedings for the organization of a new 
county, the Board of County Commissioners is required to act as a quasi-judicial tribunal, and this 
constitutes no invasion of the constitutional provisions of the 1889 Montana Constitution that lodge the 
judicial power of the state in its courts. State ex rel. Lang v. Furnish, 48 M 28, 134 P 297 (1913); State ex 
rel. Jacobson v. Bd. of County Comm’rs, 47 M 531, 134 P 291 (1913); State ex rel. Arthurs v. Bd. of County 
Comm’rs, 44M51, 118 P 804 (1911). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 7-2-2242. Conduct of business by commission. (1) The 
commissioners provided for in 7-2-2241 shall, within 10 days after the notice of the .appointment, meet at 
the county seat of the new county and organize by electing from their number a chairman and also by 
electing a secretary, who must not be a member of said commission. Thereafter, such commission may meet 
at such place or places as it may select. A majority of such commissioners shall constitute a quorum for the 
transaction of business. 

(2) (a) Said commission shall have power to compel by citation or subpoena, signed by their president 

and secretary, the attendance of such persons and the production of such books and papers before said 
commission as may be required in the performance of the duties imposed by this part, except that the official 
records of any county or counties from which said new county was formed shall in no case be taken away 
from the county seat of said county. 

(b) It shall be the duty of the sheriff of any county to execute in his county all lawful orders and 
citations of the said commission, and for any services so performed, the sheriff shall be allowed the same 
fees as are allowed to him for services in civil actions. 

(c) All witnesses attending before said commission shall be entitled to the same compensation and 
mileage as is allowed to witnesses in courts of record. No witness shall be excused from attendance at the 
time and place mentioned in said order or citation by reason of the failure of the officer making such service 
to tender to such witness his fees and mileage in advance. 

7-2-2242 — History 

History: En. Sec. 6, Ch. 226, L. 1919; re-en. Sec. 4397, R.C.M. 1921; re-en. Sec. 4397, R.C.M. 1935; 
R.C.M. 1947, 16-510(part). 
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7-2-2242 — Cross Reference 

Sheriffs fees for civil actions, 7-32-2141. 

7-2-2242 -- Cross Reference 
Subpoenas, Title 26, eh. 2, part 1. 

7-2-2242 -- Cross Reference 

Compensation and mileage for witnesses, Title 26, eh. 2, part 5. 

The above two presentments define our Supreme Court in the respective counties. Opinions of the 
delinquents notwithstanding, and no leave granted by this Supreme Court to the State Bar of Montana for 
mere opinions. Also see supra., Title 3, part 15, taking especial notice of the use of the word “judge” and 
“justice”. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 7-2-2243 -- Section Text 

7-2-2243. Compensation of commission members. Members of the board of commissioners provided for 
under 7-2-2241 shall receive a compensation of not to exceed $25 per day for every day they are actually 
employed under the provisions of this part. All of which expenses, together with the reasonable expenses of 
stationery, postage, and incidental expenses, shall be borne in equal proportions by the counties affected by 
such division, including said new county. The amounts payable by each county shall be paid by the 
treasurers of the respective counties after the same shall have been presented to and allowed by the board of 
county commissioners as is provided by law for claims against any county. 

7-2-2243 - History 

History: En. Sec. 8, Ch. 226, L. 1919; re-en. Sec. 4399, R.C.M. 1921; re-en. Sec. 4399, R.C.M. 1935; 
R.C.M. 1947, 16-512; amd. Sec. 18, Ch. 742, L. 1985. 

7-2-2243 -- Compiler’s Comment 

1985 Amendment: Increased compensation of commission members from $8 to $25 per day. 

This above presentment poses an interesting concept. We know and understand certain county 
commissioners in certain counties receive pay in amounts exceeding ten, or fifteen, or twenty thousand 
Dollars a year. And that they meet weekly, or sometimes monthly. Let us imagine the fact there are fifty 
two weeks in a year, and the above enumerated twenty five Dollars is multiplied by fifty two bringing a total 
of one thousand three hundred. Would the difference of say eighteen thousand three hundred for a county 
commissioner being paid twenty thousand a year be misappropriation of public funds? Or with more 
common sense reasoning power coupled with enlightenments, either the statutes are contradictory, or in the 
alternative the People have not recognized the traditional form of parallel form of government, irregardless 
of public news propaganda promulgated by the delinquents caught in their lies and deceit, magnanimously 
exposed by this Supreme Court in our exclusive and original mode. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 7-2-2256. Publication by posting of notice. Whenever in this part 
publication of any notice is provided for and no newspaper of general circulation is published within the 
territory in which said notice is required to be published, notice shall be given by posting copies of such 
notice in at least 10 public places in such territory for the same length of time said notice was required to be 
published. 

7-2-2256 -- History 

History: En. Sec. 13, Ch. 226, L. 1919; re-en. Sec. 4404, R.C.M. 1921; re-en. Sec. 4404, R.C.M. 1935; 
R.C.M. 1947, 16-517. 

7-2-2301 — Section Text 

7-2-2301. Meeting and organization of board of county commissioners upon creation of new county by 
legislature. Whenever a county is created in this state by legislative enactment, it shall be the duty of the 
P.9.C s .9.P.s .?P.P.9.iPt£d 1° the office of county commissioner of such county by the act creating it to meet at 
some place in the county, to be agreed upon by a majority of said county commissioners, within 15 days 
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after the passage of the act creating the county and then and there to organize as a board of county 
commissioners by electing one of their number chairman. 

7-2-2301 -History 

History: En. Sec. 1, Ch. 135, L. 1911; re-en. Sec. 4378, R.C.M. 1921; re-en. Sec. 4378, R.C.M. 1935; 
R.C.M. 1947, 16-401 (part). 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 7-2-2302. Role of county clerk of county created by legislature. (1) 
The individual,appointed to the office of county clerk in the bill creating the county shall be notified in 
writing, by the county commissioners or some one of them, of the time and place of the meeting required by 
7-2-2301. He must attend the meeting and act as the clerk thereof and keep a record of the proceedings. 

(2) If no individual is. appointed to the office of county clerk by the act creating the county, the 
commissioners shall at the meeting select some Jndmdual.qualified to hold the office of county clerk to act 
as clerk of the meeting. 

(3) The individual appointed county clerk shall also serve as election administrator. 

7-2-2302 — History 

History: En. Sec. 1, Ch. 135, L. 1911; re-en. Sec. 4378, R.C.M. 1921; re-en. Sec. 4378, R.C.M. 1935; 
R.C.M. 1947, 16-401 (part); amd. Sec. 275, Ch. 571, L. 1979. 

7-2-2302 — Compiler’s Comment 

Transition—Terms of Office: Section 404, Ch. 571, L. 1979, is a transition section, the text of which may be 
found in the compiler’s comment to 13-1-104. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 3-7-221 — Compiler’s Comment 

1987 Amendment: At end of (1) substituted “as provided in Title 3, chapter 1, part 10” for “from among the 
district judges serving, or ..retired ...as. of the time ...of .appointment”; and inserted (2) stating the 
qua! ifi cations of an appointee. 

By the admissions on the 1994 CD-ROM MCA disk, under topic of study commission, which expressly 
excludes any party paid by the People from making the selection, which creates the form of self-government, 
the concept of who has the power and authority over any others becomes apparent. Therefore; in a self- 
government, one of the necessities by common reasoning is this; there must be an appointment before there 
could be an election. There must be a principal, before the agent is created. And an agent does not grant 
himself power to curtail or supersede the principal, especially when said agent expressly presented publicly 
under oath, he would uphold the self-governing form. This is why Magna Charta, chapter 45 is so hated and 
despised by the robotic State Bar of Montana at our present time. Or in the alternative, the intelligent 
quotient is manifestly sketchy, lacking enlightenment until this due presentment into the realm by our 
Supreme Court. 


of quo warranto 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 27-28-207. Procedure when action brought in supreme court. 
Actions under this chapter commenced in the supreme court must be conducted in the same manner as if 
commenced in the district court, and the clerk of the supreme court has the same authority to issue summons 
and other process and to enter orders and judgments as the clerk of the district court has in like cases. All 
pleadings and the conduct of the trial must be the same as in the district court. If a jury is required to 
determine an issue of fact, a jury must be drawn and selected from the jury box of Lewis and Clark 
County and the clerk of the district court of that county shall place the jury box in the custody of the clerk 
of the supreme court for that purpose. 

of quo warranto 
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93-6425 ( 9600 ) Actions in supreme court. Actions under this chapter, commenced in the supreme court, 
shall be conducted in the same manner as if commenced in the district court, and the clerk of the supreme 
court shall have the same authority to issue summons and other process, and to enter orders and judgments, 
as the clerk of the district court has in like cases. All pleadings and the conduct of the trial shall be the same 
as in the district court. If a jury is required to determine an issue of fact, a jury shall be drawn and selected 
from the jury-boxes of the county in which the seat of government is located, and the clerk of the district 
court of said county must place such jury-boxes in the custody of the clerk of the supreme court for that 
purpose. 

The above two quo warranto so-called statutes need explanation for comprehensibility for the State Bar of 
Montana, the appellate supreme court justices, and certain others of questionable character. Notice the more 
recent version as contained on the 1994 CD-ROM MCA disk inserted Lewis and Clark County, but the 
earlier version stated of the county in which the seat of government is located. This was done on purpose, a 
deceptive move in the cryptogram instituted by the State Bar of Montana coupled with the criminal acts of 
the code commissioner, with the complier’s comments confessing to the crimes. For the ignorant masses, 
believing the appellate supreme court justices have original and exclusive powers, the principle object was 
to make the “persons” believe there is only one supreme court in Helena, Montana state. If this were not 
true the latter version statute could just have well contained the name of Fergus county, or Stillwater county 
or any other of the remaining fifty three counties. This same trick was used on the mandamus statute. But 
this Supreme Court did not indulge in such primeval fantasies of Luciferian inception. Notice also the 
newer sham statute used the word “box” in the singular tense. Would a private party then believe the jury 

members in Lewis and Clark county should necessarily become the jurors in Powder River county? Maybe 

for some dumb old farmer or an intelligent lawyer, but not for this Supreme Court. Nope, no way! As Jean 
A. Tumage is my witness, these statutes need no further expose. 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition 7-4-2203. County officers. (1) There may be elected or appointed 
the following county officers, who shall possess the qualifications for suffrage prescribed by the Montana 
constitution and other qualifications as may be prescribed by law: 

(a) one county attorney; 

(b) one clerk of the district court; 

(c) one county clerk; 

(d) one sheriff; 

(e) one treasurer; 

(f) one auditor if authorized by 7-6-2401; 

(g) one county superintendent of schools; 

(h) one county surveyor; 

(i) one assessor; 

(j) one coroner; 

(k) one public administrator; and 

(l) at least one justice of the peace. 

(2) The commissioners may appoint at their discretion constables. More than one constable may be 
appointed for each justice’s court. 

(3) All elective township officers may be elected at each general election as now provided by law. 

This one takes the cake! Notice the illusion created by ( 2 ) . It presents the fact commissioners may 
appoint constables. But does not say Justices of the Peace, yet in the heading of the statute are the words or 
appointed. Does this mean the insertion of ( 1 ) is elective or appointed? Which one? Or could it mean 
both? Or either? And by whom. Carefully remember supra., county commissioners cannot appoint Justices 
of the Peace, it was an exception admitted earlier. And in ( 2 ) is conveniently left out the word “county” 
before the word “commissioners”. Do you get the picture? The masses would believe there is no provision 
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for appointment of Justice of the Peace by the People, yet careful review of this above analyzed statute 
prove conclusively the opposite. So much for Nickolas C. Mumion’s crusade against the People. What a 
dumb ass, to think he could fool this Supreme Court in its original and exclusive mode. Even by is 
imaginary opinions fortified by public news propaganda his criminal campaign was fatally flawed from its 
feigned firmament. This Supreme Court vacates Nickols C. Mumion’s opinions from our Courts of Justice, 
ab initio. And quo warranto is our remedy against the non-registered incompetent impostor! Are there any 
objections by any one of any character whatsoever in Garfield county-court? 

1994 MCA—Special Session Edition Jury trial in Justices’ Courts, 25-31-803. 

Legislature—Cannot Impose Ministerial or Executive Duties on Courts: The orderly disposition of the 
business of the state requires the faithful observance of Art. IV, sec. 1, 1889 Mont. Const., and the 
Legislature could not impose upon the Supreme Court or its Justices the performance of an act not judicial 
in its character but purely ministerial or executive. In re Weston, 28 M 207, 72 P 512 (1903). 

2-9-601. Definition. As used in this part, the term “state officers and employees” does not include notaries 
public, supreme court justices, district court judges, or members and employees of the legislature. 

Once again, by their (the delinquents ) own admissions and confessions on their 1994 CD-ROM MCA disk, 
by our separation of powers express words in our Constitution of Montana, our Supreme Court Justices are 
not the supreme court justices receiving salary from the equal opportunity employment contractor state of 
Montana. Example of some of these types of appellate supreme court executive employees are Jean A. 
Tumage, Terry N. Trieweiler, Karla M. Gray, Fred Weber, John Conway Harrison, William E. Hunt, Sr., 
and James C. Nelson. Nor do our Supreme Court Justices’ malign our character by accepting emoluments 
while in office from a foreign prince or power, namely the bankrupt UNited States, through prima facie 
willful and knowing receipt of one fourth of all the fines and sanctions imposed upon the dumb dumbs who 
have failed to state a claim upon which remedy must occur in our peculiar and limited jurisdiction. Has 
anyone ever heard about proclivity? Or how about conflict of interest? 

Coupled with Article V, section 26, expressly limiting the Legislative Assembly, our Courts of Justice are 
always open to prosecute the delinquents, prima facie instituted by our fifty million Dollar warrant of 
attachment on the state of Montana. This common law lien stands for ninety nine years or until our Supreme 
Court relieves the restraint lawfully imposed upon the conflict of interest subject to quo warranto at our 
seats of government. No, our Constitution of Montana has not been suspended nor abandoned by our 
Supreme Court, and we concur in Law and in fact. Are there any objections by anyone of any character 
whatsoever? 


Justice of the peace 

Proofs for justice of the peace were obtained from THE JUSTICE OF THE PEACE, A COMPENDIUM 
of the law relating to justices of the peace - their powers and duties — the procedure injustices’ courts, with 
forms of process and entries used therein. By William L. Murfree, Sen., author of “Sheriffs,” “Official 
Bonds,” Etc.. St. Louis, The F.H. Thomas Law Book Company, 1886. 

§ 1. Origin of the office of justice of the peace. There were anciently conservators of the peace who held no 
other office, and who were the predecessors of the modem justices. They were originally chosen in full 
county court, before the sheriff, and thenceforward they were denomintated justices of the peace. The 
commission enumerated all the justices by name and added that any two or more of them, of whom 
(quorum) A., B., C., or D. must be one, constituting the justices of the quorum, also known as the court of 
quarter sessions which in modem times is the county-commissioners who must hold court at least four times 
a year in the county. These justices acting collectively are known as the county-court. Cases of forcible or 
unlawful entry and detainer must be tried before at least two justices, with an exception the justice could act 
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with a county commissioner. His functions are as distinctly judicial as the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court 
of the United States. 

§ 8. Changes of mode in England and America, method of selecting justices. In the United States the 
tendency has been and still is to diminish the number of offices filled by appointment, and increase those 
selected by popular election. In some of the States, the justices are not required to execute official bonds. A 
direct quote; “Add to this that the justice must be of the male sex and the list of qualifications for the office 
is complete, according to the constitution and laws of every State in the Union”. It was questioned by 
Massachusetts and Maine whether a woman could hold the office, and to each of these questions the 
Supreme Judicial Court replied, without qualification, in the negative. 

§ 12. In most of the States justices are constitutional officers, and their functions, powers and duties, as well 
as the mode of their appointment is prescribed by the organic law, thereby being independent of the 
Legislative branch, who cannot supperadd any causes of removal from office of justices to those recognized 
by the constitution, or any procedure to effect such removal different from that which has been provided or 
indicated in the constitution itself. It goes on to say quote; “The rule, as heretofore stated, is otherwise in 
nearly all the States.” 

In Chapter 11, under section 30, is stated, the justices constituting collectively the county court are intrusted 
with many important duties involving public interest and convenience, as well as the finances of the county, 
and in those States the county court, composed of all the justices in the county, constitutes in effect the 
legislative, and to some extent, the executive branch of county government. In Tennessee, the monthly 
business is presided over by the chairman, who is a justice, elected by his fellow justices, or by the county 
judge in counties in which that office has been established. This quarterly court is presided over by the 
chairman, and is composed of one justice from each civil district, two justices from the county seat district, 
and one justice from each town ward. In cases of taxation, all the justices of the county must be summoned 
to appear in the county court as members thereof. A majority of them constitute a quorum, and their 
attendance may be compelled if necessary by attachments issued by the county court. The county court is a 
court of record, and when acting as a “court of claims” and of course composed chiefly of justices, the 
record must recite the names of the justices acting, and when any of them leaves the bench, the fact his 
absence must be noted. It is by statute especially incumbent upon the county court as “court of claims” that 
it shall cause to be erected a secure and sufficient jail, with fines against the justices who do not appear in 
favor thereof. 

§ 19. In many of the States a justice may by statute, discharge, upon proper occasion, may of the duties of a 
notary public. In Georgia, under the constitution of 1868, a notary public appointed by the Governor, and 
duly commissioned, is a justice of the peace for the district for which he is appointed with the powers and 
functions of the office. Consequently, and attachment issued by him is valid. 

§ 72. Justices may act as notaries in the matter of protesting bills and notes, and take depositions for lawful 
evidence into county court. A justice is also competent to take depositions in perpetuam. They summon 
juries, and have power to administer oaths to a constable. In South Carolina, two justices issue habeas 
corpus writs. 

§ 525. Justices not being technically “learned in law,” are not required nor expected in jury trials before 
them to charge the jury or instruct them upon any legal points involved in the issue. The jury are certainly 
not bound by the opinion of the justice may have of the law. 

§ 502. Venue. Quote: “In every State a change of venue will be granted to either party as a matter of right, 
upon affidavit of such party showing that he is unable to obtain justice before the first magistrate. The 
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justice upon the production of such affidavit, grants the change of venue and transmits the papers to the 
justice designated by law, either a justice in the same township or the next nearest justice.” On the form 
provided as a sample are these words, quote: “because ( here state the ground on which the change is 
demanded, such as “because of the bias and prejudice of said justice against him” ) § 503. quotes; “It is 

the duty of the justice when a change of venue is applied for to grant it.” 

§ 548. Concerning speedy justice by the term ‘forthwith’, is quoted; “Nothing, neither hunger, nor thirst, nor 
weariness, nor want of sleep, nor pain, nor sickness, nor heat, nor cold, nor religious scruples, nor any 
earthly thing shall excuse the justice for not entering judgment instanter on receipt of the verdict. He must 
do so without delay and as the very next act by him performed, or all jurisdiction is gone.” 

Constitution of Montana 

Under Article XVI, § 5 lists elective officers in the county, namely one county clerk who shall be clerk of 
the board of county commissioners and ex-officio recorder; one sheriff; one treasurer; one county 

superintendent of schools; one county surveyor; one assessor; one coroner;-. Vacancies in all county, 

township, and precinct offices, except county commissioners, shall be filled by appointment by the board of 
county commissioners, and the appointee shall hold his office until the next general election. Under the 

footnotes-NOTE. Judicial Officers not included herein, The offices of clerk of the district court, county 

attorney, and justice of the peace, being enumerated in the constitution as judicial offices, are to be excluded 
from the enumeration of the offices referred to in this section. And the case opinion is State ex rel. Rowe v. 
Kehoe, 49 M 582, 586, 144 P 162 ( 1914 ). Term of Office for Appointees: Under section 7-4-2206, 
declaring that the appointees to vacancies in county offices shall hold until the next general election, the 
statute which extends the tenure of such appointees "until the first Monday in January next after a general 
election" was invalid. 

Limitation on Legislative Power: Article VIII, sec. 30, 1889 Mont. Const., embodied an express restriction 
upon the powers of the Legislative Assembly. Lloyd v. Silver Bow County, 11 M 408, 28 P 453 (1891). 


Analyzed simply, the above provisions do not contain election process for a justice of the peace in the 
township, nor the precinct, nor even the county. But at the same time, by reason, neither does it impair the 
appointment of justices of the peace in the county, nor precinct, nor township as contained in the 
constitution by the People, under the nomination and acceptance process by special appointment. This 
appointive power of the People is further presented by the very fact no process exists as provided by the 
Legislative Assembly for elections of office of constable in the county, nor in the township, nor in the 
precinct. How else could a constable become a public officer than by appointment, and justices of the peace 
appoint constables. Proof of the office of constable exist by our very own possession of writs of attachment 
printed by State Publishing Company in Helena, Montana state, United States of America, duly attached to 
this offer of proof. The question arises for the inquisitive mind, why did the Legislative Assembly not 
provide a statutory process for election of office of constable. The People look to the prohibitions contained 
by express words in Article V, section 26, or our Constitution of Montana, which is quoted in pertinent part 
only; “The Legislative Assembly shall not pass local or special laws in any of the following enumerated 
cases, that is to say: regulating County of township affairs; regulating the practice in Courts of Justice; 

regulating the jurisdiction and duties of Justices of the peace, police magistrates or constables;”-. Either 

the People have Article V, section 26, or treason upon the People has been committed by the Legislative 
Assembly, through their own admittance on their CD-ROM 1994 disk of the MCA, confessed by the 
compiler’s comments, and committed by the State Bar of Montana, as well as Thomas A. Olson, John P. 
Connor, Jr., Joe L. Hegel, Robert DesChamps III, and numerous others of foreign allegiance. 


Bouvier’s Law Dictionary, Sixth Edition, 1856 year 
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At section 19, of the Constitution of New York is quoted; “The clerks of the several counties of this state 
shall be clerks of the supreme court, with such powers and duties as shall be prescribed by law.” 

Definition of Justices: “Officers appointed by a competent authority to administer justice. They are so 
called, because, in ancient times the Latin word for judge was justicia. This term is in common parlance 
used to designate justices of the peace.” 

Vermont state quotes; “The judges of the supreme court shall be justices of the peace throughout the state; 
and the several judges of the county courts, in their respective counties, by virtue of their office.” 

Another state quotes; “The clerk of each county organized for judicial purposes shall be the clerk of the 
circuit court of such county, and of the supreme court when held within the same.” 

Definition of WRIT OF PROCESS, Engl, law, practice. “If the defendant does not appear, in obedience to 
the original writ, there issue, when the time for appearance is past, other writs, returnable on some general 
return day in the term, called writs of process, enforcing the appearance of the defendant, either by 
attachment, or distress of property, or arrest of his person, according to the nature of the case. 

2. These differ from the original writ in the following particulars; they issue not out of chancery, but out of 
the court of common law, into which the original writ is returnable; and, accordingly, are not under the great 
seal, but the private seal of the court; and they bear teste in the name of the chief justice of that court, and 
not in the name of the king himself. It may also be observed, that in common with all other writs issuing 
from the court of common law, during the progress of the suit, they are described as judicial writs, by way of 
distinction from the original one obtained from the chancery. 4 Bl. Com. 282. See further, as to the nature 
of those writs, 1 Tidd’s Pr. 106-193, 4th edit.; 1 Sellon’s Pr. 64-102. 

In Virginia at section 46. - 28 is quoted; “The justices shall receive for their services in court, a per diem 
compensation, to be ascertained by law, and paid out of the county treasury; and shall not receive any fee or 
emolument for other judicial services.” 

In Alabama at section 5.-3. quoted; “The judicial power is vested in one supreme court, circuit courts to be 
held in each county in the state.” 

In Connecticut at section 5. -3rd. is quoted; “A sufficient number of justices of the peace, with such 
jurisdiction, civil and criminal, as the general assembly may prescribe, are to be appointed in each county.” 

In Georgia at section 5.-3. “Provided, That such new trials shall be determined, and such errors corrected, 

in the supreme court of the county in which such action originated.” -“which shall in no case tend to 

remove the cause from the county in which the action originated.” 

In Indiana at section 21. - 11. quoted; “Every person of good moral character, being a voter, shall be entitled 
to admission to practice law in all courts of justice.” 

In Maine at section 11. -6. quoted; “The justices of the supreme judicial council shall hold no office under 
the United States, nor any state, nor any other office under this state, except that of justice of the peace.” 

At section 10. -5. quoted; “ Justices of the peace and notaries public shall hold their offices during seven 
years, if they so long behave themselves well, at the expiration of which term, they may be re-appointed, or 
others appointed, as the public interest may require.” 
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In Michigan at section 44. -12. quoted; “The clerk of each county organized for judicial purposes shall be 
the clerk of the circuit court of such county, and of the supreme court when held within the same.” 

Also in Michigan, section 47. -15. quoted; “The supreme court, the circuit and probate court of each county, 
shall be courts of record and shall each have a common seal.” 

In New Jersey at section 49. quoted; “The circuit courts shall be held in every county of this state, by one or 
more of the justices of the supreme court, or a judge appointed for that purpose; and shall in all cases within 
the county, except in those of a criminal nature, have common law jurisdiction concurrent with the supreme 
court; and any final judgment of a circuit court may be docketed in the supreme court, and shall operate as a 
judgment obtained in the supreme court, from the time of the docketing.” 

In North Carolina at section 9. -3. quoted; “The judicial powers are vested in supreme courts of law and 
equity,”-. 

Pennsylvania at section 10. -4. quoted; “The jurisdiction of the supreme court shall extend over the state; 
and the judges thereof shall, by virtue of their offices, be justices of oyer and terminer and general jail 
delivery, in the several counties.” 


Conclusions in Law per curiam 


Wherefore: this Supreme Court by the Justices’ with basis in Law presented on page one, and having duly 
exhibited the findings of fact certified true and correct as above stated, with comments by the Court, it 
becomes clear to those of our People who recognize our organic law, our “Holy Scriptures”, and our 
Constitution of Montana as it was intended at the time of its inception, before the organized fraternal 
associations of the Bar bastardized our Law of the Land. Our Courts of Justice were always separate and 
distinct from the statutory civil contracts contained in the Civil Code, the Penal Code, the Political Code, 
and the Civil Code of Procedure. While many of the statutes still contain lingering traces of our common 
law of England, before it was manipulated into near oblivion by the social change element called democracy, 
it remains true, nothing can change our Law of the Land except by the will of the People, this being a 
sovereign will, and by our duty to Almighty Yahweh will never be taken from us even by the overt and 
covert acts of treason committed upon our People daily in modem times, by machinations of the State Bar of 
Montana and their willing accomplices employees of the state of Montana. 

The presentments cannot be controverted in our Courts of Justice, and will not be tried in the tribunals of 
conciliation with our consent, for reasons of past performance of the delinquents bent on violent overthrow 
of our self-governing just power and just authority, as our Right and our Duty to prevent such acts of 
treason. Our just presentments are open to no objection by anyone of any character whatsoever, and this 
Edict must be construed as declaratory judgment, especially for our Justices’ who have expatriated from the 
United States through public quiet title cause of action, said action having never been refuted in any manner 
by anyone, either the People or the aliens. Aliens meaning statutory defined “persons” who cannot maintain 
a cause of action in our court of common law, nor this court of the King’s Bench, meaning our county-court 
synonymous with a county commissioners court commonly referred to as county commissioner meetings in 
the counties. While the democracy advocates wail and lament their fall of Babylon, the Sons of Adam 
having regained our Rightful course, and by assistance of counsel from our Redeemer, Emmanuel, by our 
Law have subdued the adversary, which in “Holy Scriptures” means the Satan. 

This Edict is commenced upon receipt of the contents contained herein, and upon due service upon the delinquents in 
Garfield county, and all other counties in our country of Montana. It means no trespass upon our duty to follow the 
commands of Almighty Yahweh for so long as we shall live on this earth. The mala in prohibita legal effects of the 
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statute merchant will not curtail our faith, nor compel us into immoral commerce expressly forbidden by Almighty 
Y ahweh. 

This Edict is effective upon all United States citizens, and their creators, and enforcers. Nothing can prevent this 
common law Edict from prevailing against the aliens without the express permission from Almighty Yahweh himself, 
and of this we put ourselves upon our country of Montana, in spite of the compact party state of Montana and their false 
Baal, Mammon. 

Our law of posse comitatus is derived from “Holy Scriptures” and duly provided for us in our Constitution of Montana. 
This Edict is presented as a constructive notice and caveat to the aliens. Without a common law crime having been 
committed by our People in our country of Montana, the aliens are prima facie under arrest for subversion of our Right 
and our Duty to obey Almighty Yahweh. No Trespass! 

This Edict is true, correct and certain, prima facie evidence into our Courts of Justice in our country of 
Montana; and, “Again, you have heard it was decreed to the ancients, that you shall not 
perjure yourselves, but give up your vow to the Lord. But I tell you in short, Do not vow at 
all: not by heaven, for that is the throne of God; nor by the earth, because that is His 
footstool; nor by Jerusalem, for that is the city of the great King. Neither vow by your head, 
because you are not able to make a single hair whit or black, But let your language be ‘Yes, 
yes’; ‘No, no’; for whatever exceeds these proceeds form evil.” “Holy Scriptures” 
Matthew 5:33-37 Ferrar Fenton 

teste meipso this_day of August, in the year of our Almighty Yahweh, 

through our Redeemer, Yahshua, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D.. 

per curiam: _ 

justice LeRoy M. Schweitzer, sui generis, in personam 
in care of Justus Township, HC 60 Box 16 
Brusett, Montana state, United States of America 
United States of America ) 

Montana state { organic } ) ss. court of common law 
Garfield county ) 

Justus Township ) 

Attested and acknowledged by Notary Public for our country of Montana, our State at the course of the common law of 
England as it was intended at the time our territory became a State, in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D.. 

I, Ebert W. Stanton, having cause to attest and acknowledge this forty five page Edict, and having found same true, 
correct and certain, hereby certify under public law for public recording in our Court of Record in Garfield county, the 

justice known to me as LeRoy M. Schweitzer did sign before me on this_day of August, Nineteen Hundred Ninety 

Four, A.D., before other justices’, witnessing this event. 

Common law witness:_ 

Common law witness:_ 

Notary Public Seal: _ 

Ebert W. Stanton, privately bonded, duly commissioned 
in Justus Township, Garfield county, country of Montana 
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Dewey county court 

country of South Dakota 
Common Law venue - - supreme Court 


United States of America ) 

South Dakota state { organic } ) before our Justices' 

Dewey county ) ss. Judicial Notice by affidavit of Arnold G. Wiedmer 

TO: office of supreme Court clerk, c/o office of supreme Court Justices'; and. 

United States District Court, District of South Dakota, Central Division; United States attorney; United States 
Marshals; Mark A. Moreno; Bonnie Horan; Douglas Swenson; Robert Ecoftey (sp); Charles O. Dresbach; William 
F. Clayton; Robert A. Mandel; Jane Tschetter. 

In re: purported summons in purported CR95-30029 

I, Arnold G. Wiedmer, having just cause in Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction hereby attest 
and acknowledge by Judicial Notice of Foreign Law in our foreign country of South Dakota in relation to the other 
jurisdiction United States, its non-registered foreign agents and agencies through notary public under their own Rule 
902 (3)(A)(B)8&9in relation to State Privilege and in purview of their own Title 28, Supreme Court Rules 
“other jurisdiction” 17.1, said Rule bringing into this exclusive jurisdiction the protections for the American national 
expatriated private party Arnold G. Wiedmer Article of amendment the Eleventh preventing any action in the United 
States District Court brought by United States citizens, subject to acts of congress under their creation of privileges 
and immunities through commercial nexus. 

Judicial Notice of certain footnotes in their own Title 28, U.S.C. are quoted herein in pertinent parts only: 

"These various provisions do not in terms describe the same courts. In congressional usage the phrase “district 
courts of the United States,” without further qualification, traditionally has included the district courts 
established by Congress in the states under Article III of the Constitution, which are “constitutional” courts, and 
has not included the territorial courts created under Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2, which are “legislative” 
courts. ” " Hornbuckle v. Toombs, 85 U.S. 648, 21 L. Ed. 966 (1873). 

Judicial Notice of exclusive jurisdiction in our one supreme Court in and for Dewey county, country of South Dakota 
through Demand for Private Property Rights would cause the United States District Court, District of South Dakota, 
Central Division to be unable to obtain subject matter jurisdiction over the private party Arnold G. Wiedmer proven 
by non-waiver of Common Law venue in and for Dewey county-court, country of South Dakota invoking judicial 
power and judicial authority reserved to the People alone in compliance with separation of powers doctrine. It is not 
mandatory for Arnold G. Wiedmer to waive Common Law venue, nor have the facts proved otherwise, and because 
of this specific and explicit non-waiver of Common Law venue both in and for Dewey county-court, and because of 
preemptive Right of special selection of Justices' non-biased in this cause of action, the United States magistrate 
could not ever gain subject matter jurisdiction over Arnold G. Wiedmer in the legislative created tribunal without 
violating separation of powers doctrine and creating a conflict of interest. Said conflict of interest would be cause 
for Arnold G. Wiedmer to invoke the Rights and Remedy through federal common law which full well recognizes 
U.C.C. § 1-105 through parties' power to choose applicable law in their territorial application of the act in purview of 
legal consequences for the purported plaintiff in the other jurisdiction which cannot overcome U.C.C. § 1-103 undue 
influence, misrepresentation, duress, coercion, threat, principal and agent, law of contract, bankruptcy, estoppel and 
other validating and invalidating causes. The remedy for Arnold G. Wiedmer is sitting in Law in and for Dewey 
county-court through use of powers of a circuit court in our American national forum separating the federal side of 
the court from these instant matters. Concurring in this Judicial Notice is attachment order and judgment res judicata 
from the Tenth Circuit Court Justices' with appellant's opening brief for purview of any interested parties' who might 
be attempting to deny, delay, and sell justice and right against Arnold G. Wiedmer in his Common Law venue. Also 
attached is memorandum in Law concerning lawful effect of Article of amendment the Eleventh of our national 
Constitution with Judicial Notice of Foreign Law available for the freeman character Arnold G. Wiedmer under the 
“other jurisdiction” Rule 44.1, Rules of evidence. 
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Special Judicial Notice of the foreign jurisdiction presentments in Title 18, U.S.C. Rule 4, in notes of advisory 
committee on rules at 2. “The provision for summons is new, although a summons has been customarily used against 
corporate defendants 28 U.S.C. former § 377 ( now § 1651 ). And at 4 is quoted: “Failure to respond to a summons 
is not a contempt of court, but is ground for issuing a warrant.” 

Keeping the above in mind, this affiant, Arnold G. Wiedmer, not having waived Common Law venue in and for 
Dewey county-court in original and exclusive jurisdiction has effectively removed for cause all matters in relation to 
Right of possession of private property in his State under our national Constitution Article IV, section 2, with special 
attention now directed to Article of amendment the Fourth which guarantees “no warrant shall issue without probable 
cause, and further supported by oath or affirmation”, said affirmation being in compliance with Chapter 38 of Magna 
Charta which prevents any bailiff on his own bare saying from holding any freeman to his own law. 

When the above presented Judicial Notice of Law is obeyed by the non-registered foreign agents of the United States 
Arnold G. Wiedmer will obtain Rights and Remedy with or without resort to a legislative created tribunal in his own 
Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction through non-waiver of unalienable Right of Private 
ownership of Private property in my country of South Dakota in our division of the Courts. 

Further Judicial Notice of special character of the private party Arnold G. Wiedmer is through attachments 
cancellation of signature based upon fraud, expatriation documents and newly discovered evidence duly presented to 
the non-registered foreign agents acting under color of law, color of right, and color of authority through their agency 
United States District Court, District of South Dakota, Central Division. 

Failure of the legislative created tribunal United States District Court, District of South Dakota, Central Division to 
support, uphold, defend and guarantee the unalienable Right of Liberty possessed by Arnold G. Wiedmer in his 
country of South Dakota, “other jurisdiction” in Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction properly 
invoked in Dewey county court will become willful, knowing, and felonious trespass upon Private Property causing 
warrants of arrest and civil attachments to occur against the delinquent parties' by this special Judicial Notice. 

This affidavit of Judicial Notice is true, correct and certain as presented by Arnold G. Wiedmer, sui juris in and for 
Dewey county court, country of South Dakota; and, “Again, you have heard it was decreed to the ancients, that 
you shall not perjure yourselves, but give up your vow to the Lord. But I tell you in short, Do not vow at all; 
not by heaven, for that is the throne of God; nor by the earth, because that is His footstool; nor by 
Jerusalem, for that is the city of the great King. Neither vow by your head, because you are not able to make 
a single hair white or black. But let your language be ‘Yes, yes’; ‘No, no’: for whatever exceeds these 
proceeds from evil.” “Holy Scriptures” Matthew 5:33 Ferrar Fenton 

teste meipso this_day of May, in the year of our Almighty God,, 

through our Redeemer, Emmanuel the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

per curiam:_ 

Arnold G. Wiedmer, sui juris, in and for Dewey county-court, country of South Dakota, 
expressly “without” the United States and its jurisdiction. 

notary public Seal: 


, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately bonded. 

I, , notary public in our County and State aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge 

the above described document as true, correct and certain, duly signed before me by the freeman character known as 

Arnold G. Wiedmer, on this_day of May, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Fees: 

Oath:_, Postage:_, Affidavit:_, 

Mileage:_, Misc.:_. 
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Garfield county court 

Common Law venue, supreme Court, original and exclusive jurisdiction 
sitting with the Powers of Circuit Court both civil and criminal jurisdiction in Law 
in and for Garfield county, Montana state, united States of America 


lis pendens 

original and exclusive jurisdiction in Common Law venue 

TO: office of clerk and recorder 


People ex rel. Edwin Clark; 
Ebert W. Stanton; Justices' 
vs. 

JUSTICE COURT; 
MONTANA 16TH JUDICIAL 
DISTRICT COURT; 

County of Garfield; 

State of Montana; 

Joseph P. Mazurek; 

Nickolas C. Mumion; 

Darrell Higgins; 

Gladys M. Stanton; 

Gregory P. Mohr; 

John P. Connor, Jr.; 

Charles A. Phipps; 

Robert Phipps; 

John J. Pluhar; 

Jo Ann Stanton; 

Charlotte Herbold; 

Art Gallinger; 

United States citizens; 

Billy B. Merlak; defendants. 


) Docket # CL-P-95-0023 

) ss. appellate no._ 

) before our Justices' pro tempore constitutional authority 

) in re: purported cause no._as attached 

) Fed Ex. #_ 

) U.P.S. # _ 

) 

) 

) Special Bail: Certified Bankers Check 

) 

) 

) writ of prohibition as attached 

) writ of praecipe as attached 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) Notice and Demand for Docket for enforcement purposes 
) in Garfield county court, and district court 

) 

) 


Our Justices' of the quorum hereby present by precept this notice and demand for lis pendens 
ordering the clerk of court in Garfield county-court to file for public record this lis pendens in the 
district court and the county-court with all attachments, writ of prohibition, writ of praecipe, writ 
of habeas corpus ad faciendum et recipiendum and affidavits noting the minute, hour, day, month, 
and year and making a true and correct certified copy to be mailed back to the Justices' sua sponte 
in the self-addressed envelope with prepaid postage affixed thereto in the interests of substantial 
justice in our Court of Record in and for Garfield county, country of Montana, united States of 
America. 


Caveat 

By non-answer and non-compliance committed by the Garfield county court clerk as ex officio 
recorder, treble damages will be assessed upon the delinquent public officer, with warrant of 
attachment the remedy in Law pursuant to our Constitution of Montana and in harmony with our 
national Constitution, statutory construction not-with-standing. 
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This notice and demand for lis pendens in Garfield county-court is true, correct and certain; and, “Again, you 
have heard it was decreed to the ancients, that you shall not perjure yourselves, but give up your vow 
to the Lord. But I tell you in short, Do not vow at all; not by heaven, for that is the throne of God; nor 
by the earth, because that is His footstool; nor by Jerusalem, for that is the city of the great King. 
Neither vow by your head, because you are not able to make a single hair white or black. But let your 
language be ‘Yes, yes’; ‘No, no’: for whatever exceeds these proceeds from evil.” “Holy 

Scriptures” Matthew 5:33 Ferrar Fenton 


per curiam: 
per curiam: 
per curiam: 
per curiam: 
per curiam: 
per curiam: 


Justices' of the quorum, Daniel E. Petersen, pro tempore constitutional authority 


Justices' of the quorum, Dale M. Jacobi, pro tempore constitutional authority 


Justices' of the quorum, Ebert W. Stanton, pro tempore constitutional authority 


Justices' of the quorum, Edwin Clark, pro tempore constitutional authority 


Justices' of the quorum, Rodney O. Skurdal, pro tempore constitutional authority 


Justices' of the quorum, LeRoy M. Schweitzer, pro tempore constitutional authority 


notary public Seal: 


Rodney O. Skurdal, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately 

bonded. 

I, Rodney O. Skurdal, notary public in our County and State aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge the above 
described document as true, correct and certain, duly signed before me by the Justices' pro tempore known to me as 

Daniel E. Petersen, Dale M. Jacobi, Ebert W. Stanton, Edwin Clark, and LeRoy M. Schweitzer, on this_day of 

June, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Fees:_, Oath:_, Postage:_, 

Affidavit:_, Mileage:_, Misc.:_. 
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United States of America 
Montana state {organic} 
Garfield county 
Justus Township 


country of Montana 
Common Law Supreme Court 

) 

) ss. before our Justices' 

) Common Law Writ of Mandamus, Coram Ipso Rege 
) by Common Law Affidavit of our Justices' 


To: office of Supreme Court clerk in Garfield county, and office of Supreme Court Justices' in care of Garfield county- 
court commissioners, office of governor Montana state, office of attorney general in the state of Montana, clerk of the 
Garfield county district court, office of sheriff in Garfield county and office of sheriff in Custer county. 

in re: Writ of Mandamus; 'state of the forum' our Common Law, case number 256; STATE vs. Stanton. 


Our undersigned Justices' having just cause to make this Common Law Writ of Mandamus by Common Law 
affidavit to our office of Supreme court clerk in our Garfield county for public record, Jo Ann Stanton, on this 13th 
day of November, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D. in our State, meaning our organic state under our enabling 
act as contained within our Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D., hereby duly 
present this Writ of Mandamus as delivered by United States of America first-class postage prepaid mail to the 
above public offices by these Justices' and duly witnessed by our Court of Justice being a court of record in Garfield 
county organized for judicial purposes pursuant to our mandatory and prohibitory provisions in our Constitution of 
Montana and before our duly appointed, commissioned and privately bonded notary public in our State. 

Since the adoption of the Uniform Commercial Code in the compact party state of Montana via statutory 
construction there has been in effect two different and distinct venues and jurisdictions, the organic state under our 
Common Law of England as it was meant at the time of adopting our State from what was originally Montana 
territory, and the other shadow state of Montana through legislative enactments for the subject class United States 
citizens and residents of said subject state. This is admitted by governor pro tempore Marc Racicot on the current 
version of CD-ROM disk containing the Montana Codes Annotated and its revealing compiler's comments 
confessions for all to see. 


Our Garfield county-court known as district court was improperly set in Law by reason Jo Ann Stanton was not 
present in open Court, nor was Charlotte Herbold present in open Court on the 25th day of October, 1994, whether 
or not said Court was purportedly held in Custer county in matters of habeas corpus relating to our political prisoner 
William L. Stanton, one of our Justices'. Neither of these two public officers were present in open Court in matters 
relating to William L. Stanton and his privilege of habeas corpus making said court process null and void pursuant to 
our Constitution of Montana. Nor did said legal fiction courts contain our Common Law documents on the purported 
court docket as certified by the purported clerk in either Custer or Garfield county. 

All records filed by de facto officers, agents, servants and employees of the state of Montana and the de facto 
county of Garfield of the state of Montana, county of Yellowstone of the state of Montana and county of Custer of 
the state of Montana, in the purported statutory justice of the peace courts and the purported 16— judicial district 
court are hereby stricken and declared null and void; said acts being repugnant to our Constitution of Montana 1889, 
for the court was not properly set in Law, meaning there was no lawful public officer, our bailiff sitting at the 
pleasure of the Court, William L. Stanton, in Common Law venue. Our Courts prohibit titles of nobility and legal 
fictions as duly protected for us by the original 13th amendment as contained on page 10 of the Bannack Statutes, 
1864 era. And our privilege of habeas corpus was unlawfully suspended before many of our witnesses. And no-one 
answered our demurrer, timely or othewise. 

Wherefore: 

Our Justices' find conclusively in law and in fact the political prisoner, William L. Stanton, is hereby released 
from unlawful detainer caused by the executive power of the state of Montana based upon this lawful Common Law 
venue writ of mandamus and the attached conclusions of Law and conclusions of facts presented in our Common 
Law affidavit as true, correct and certain made in good faith and made for public post in our State in all fifty-six 
counties organized for judicial purposes . “Again, you have heard it was decreed to the 
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ancients, that you shall not perjure yourselves, but give up your vow to the Lord. 
But I tell you in short, Do not vow at all: not by heaven, for that is the throne of 
God; nor by the earth, because that is His footstool; nor by Jerusalem, for that is 
the city of the great King. Neither vow by your head, because you are not able to 
make a single hair white or black, But let your language be ‘Yes, yes’; ‘No, no; for 
whatever exceeds these proceeds from evil.” “Holy Scriptures” Matthew 5:33- 
37 Ferrar Fenton 

Failure of the executive power of the state of Montana and its agents to immediately release the political 
prisoner William L. Stanton into our custody in our country of Montana will cause warrants of attachment on the 
property of the state of Montana, the county of Garfield of the state of Montana, the county of Yellowstone of 
the state of Montana, the county of Custer of the state of Montana, the property of the agents of said political 
will entities, and body attachments upon the parties' unlawfully detaining our Justice, William L. Stanton. 
Proceed at your own peril. 

teste this_day of November, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, through our Redeemer, 

Emmanuel, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D.. 

Court of Justice Seal: _ 

Emmett Clark, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in Garfield county 
in our country of Montana, in these United States of America, American national 

Court of Justice Seal: _ 

Richard E. Clark, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in Garfield county 
in our country of Montana, in these United States of America, American national 

Court of Justice Seal: _ 

Daniel E. Petersen, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in Garfield county 
in our country of Montana, in these United States of America, American national 

Court of Justice Seal: _ 

Ralph Clark, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in Garfield county 

in our country of Montana, in these United States of America, American national 

Court of Justice Seal: _ 

Edwin Clark, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in Garfield county 

in our country of Montana, in these United States of America, American national 

Court of Justice Seal: _ 

Rodney O. Skurdal, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in Garfield county 
in our country of Montana, in these United States of America, American national 

Court of Justice Seal: _ 

Casey Clark, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in Garfield county 

in our country of Montana, in these United States of America, American national 

Court of Justice Seal: _ 

Richard E. Wilson, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in Garfield county 
in our country of Montana, in these United States of America, American national 

Court of Justice Seal: _ 

Robert F. Kramlich, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in Garfield county 
in our country of Montana, in these United States of America, American national 

Court of Justice Seal: _ 

LeRoy M. Schweitzer, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in Garfield county 
in our country of Montana, in these United States of America, American national 

_ notary public 

Seal. 

Ebert W. Stanton, duly appointed, commissioned and privately bonded in our State and county aforesaid. 

I, _ , notary public in our country of Montana hereby attest and 

acknowledge this above Common Law writ of mandamus by affidavit presentment in law and fact as being true, 
correct and certain as duly signed before me by our Justices' and duly witnessed by our fellow conservators of the 
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peace, on this_day of November, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, through our Redeemer Emmanuel, 

Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D.. 

Fees:_, Oath:_, Affidavit:_, 

Postage:_, Mileage:_, Misc:_ . 
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in Musselshell county-court 
before the Justices' of the Quorum 


United States of America ) 

Montana state { organic } ) ss. coram nobis 

Musselshell county ) writ of error 

Montana vs. Jean A. Tumage, Karla M. Gray, Terry N. Treweiler, Fred Weber, John Conway Harrison, 

William E. Hunt, Sr., and James C. Nelson, delinquents 

In the name and by the authority of the People in Musselshell county-court before our Justices' by this 
writ of error coram nobis be it remembered you are hereby commanded to cease and desist in your 
unlawful activities sitting en banc as the superintendent of the bank, also known as the department of 
commerce proven by your latest edition of CD-ROM disk. 

Your latest sham pleading is stricken in its entirety by our supreme court for the following reasons in 
Law to wit: “Holy Scriptures” at Ezekiel chapter 33, verses 7 through 9; 

“And you, Son of Adam,— I have appointed you as a watchman for 
the House of Israel: — therefore listen to the command from My 
mouth, and warn them by it. If I say to the wicked that he shall die for 
his wickedness, and you do not speak to warn the sinner from his 
wicked way, he will die by his sin, — but I will seek his blood on your 
hand. But when you warn the wicked to turn from his way, -— and he 
does not turn from his course, — he will die for his sin, -— but you 
will have delivered your soul. ” 

This writ of error coram nobis is true, correct and certain by 
Yahweh, through our Redeemer, Yahshua the Messiah, in th 
Yahweh, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D. 


Further these Justices' of the Quorum saith naught in our original and exclusive jurisdiction! 


Jurat in Law:_ 

William L. Stanton, sui juris, justice of the peace 

Jurat in Law:_ 

Daniel E. Petersen, sui juris, justice of the peace 

Jurat in Law: 


LeRoy M. Schweitzer, sui juris, justice of the peace 
teste this 11th day of July, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D. 
for public recording in Musselshell county-court, ex parte of necessity in Law 

prima facie real evidence as contained in “Holy Scriptures” 



Dewey county court 

country of South Dakota 
Common Law venue - - supreme Court 

Writ of Praecipe 

United States of America ) 

South Dakota state { organic } ) ss. before our Justices' 

Dewey county ) 

TO: office of supreme Court clerk, c/o office of supreme Court Justices'; and, office of sheriff, Dewey county court; 
and, all defendants. 

Arnold G. Wiedmer 

vs. 

office of sheriff, Jim Fischer 

United States District Court, District of South Dakota, Central Division 

Farmers Home Administration 

United States Marshals service 

attorney general state of South Dakota 

secretary of state of South Dakota 

United States attorney 

Damages in excess of Ten ( 10 ) Million Dollars of Money for failure to obey this precept by the Sovereign and 
contempt of court warrant of arrest with warrant of attachment against property for remedy by the Sovereign. 

In re: purported case no. CR95-30029, U.S. District Court, District of South Dakota, Central Division 

Greetings: 

The People in Dewey county court hereby command you, Jim Fischer, sheriff in Dewey county in our country of 
South Dakota to immediately serve the attached papers, writs, documents, instruments, and other evidences enclosed 
in this writ of praecipe upon the subject parties' as above named with addresses being furnished to you for your 
proper direction. Make return of writ to Dewey county court at office of clerk and recorder in and for Dewey 
county, country of South Dakota, united States of America, signed by affidavit. Proceed at your own peril! 

This writ of praecipe by affidavit of the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer is true, correct and certain; and, “But 
before all, my brethren, do not swear, neither by the heavens, nor by the earth, nor any other kind 
of oath; but let your yes be yes; and your no, no; so that you may not fall under a sentence.” 

“Holy Scriptures” James 5:12 Ferrar Fenton 

teste meipso this_day of May, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, 

through our Redeemer, Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

per curiam:_ 

Arnold G. Wiedmer, sui juris, in Dewey county court, country of South Dakota 


cc: all above named defendants 
other interested private parties' 



court of common law-Supreme Court 


United States of America 

) 


Montana state { organic } 

) ss. 

before our Justices' 

Garfield county 

) 


Justus Township 

) 

Judicial Writ of Mandamus 


To: office of Supreme Court clerk in Garfield county, 

office of Supreme Court justices' in Garfield county 
Post office, Brusett, Montana state, United States of America 
Post office, Jordan, Montana state, United States of America 
Post office, Helena, Montana state, United States of America 
Post office, Winnett, Montana state, United States of America 
Post office, Miles City, Montana state, United States of America 
Post office, Lewistown, Montana state, United States of America 
Secretary of State, City of Washington, District of Columbia 

Greetings: 

The People in Garfield county organized for judicial purposes under Article V, section 26, 
Constitution of Montana hereby command you John J. Pluhar, presiding justice in Garfield county to 
publish in a local newspaper once a week for three consecutive weeks this writ of mandamus and 
command of proclamation concerning our Garfield county returning to our Common Law as it was 
contemplated in our original Constitution of Montana and duly performed in our Courts of Justice at the 
time our territory of Montana became a State in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D.. 


Wherefore: 1, John J. Pluhar, having been commanded by the People in Garfield county to make this 
proclamation in the interests of justice and to prevent miscarriage of justice, misappropriation of public 
money, and generally the violent overthrow of our republican form of self-government in Garfield county 
organized for judicial purposes, I, John J. Pluhar, presiding justice, having been duly informed by the 
People of their right to expect our justices' upholding the Common Law of England as it was known and 
obeyed in our country of Montana and duly practiced in our Courts of Justice at the turn of the century in 
our State, meaning our Montana state under the three separate and distinct branches of government not 
subject to statutory construction nor to titles of nobility a/k/a State Bar of Montana and licensed lawyers 
and licensed attorneys admitted to practice in the appellate branch of our Supreme Court in Helena, 
Montana state, United States of America, do hereby proclaim Garfield county organized for judicial 
purposes at the will of the Sovereign pursuant to the course of the Common Law which supersedes 
statutes, said statutes meaning the Montana Codes Annotated which are copyrighted for the private 
corporation and its subjects. 

1, John J. Pluhar, further proclaim, the United States citizens d/b/a subjects of the compact party state of 
Montana and the county of Garfield of the state of Montana are forbidden to make any trespass 
whatsoever upon this Common Law proclamation and its intent in making due return to our Common 
Law of England as was intended in our Constitution of Montana as duly adopted in the year of Eighteen 
Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D.. 

1, John J. Pluhar, further admit, if 1 fail to make this proclamation public at the will of the Sovereign, 1, 
John J. Pluhar will suffer quo warranto in my public policy position acting in a political will for the 
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United States citizens who have no standing to invoke the judicial power of the United States pursuant to 
our national constitution at Article of amendment the Eleventh, and by my failure to make this 
proclamation by obedience to this judicial writ of mandamus, 1, John J. Pluhar, under public oath of 
office admit the People will move in the alternative and make this proclamation public in their best 
interests and Sovereign will, causing more liability upon the public policy limited liability corporation 
known as the state of Montana doing business within the United States by compact through our purported 
1972 constitution of the state of Montana, repugnant to the Common Law of England and our People 
who have regained control of our Supreme Court in Garfield county under our supremacy Common Law, 
the rule of decision in our country of Montana, not subject to statutory construction in the statutory state 
of Montana. 

This proclamation and judicial writ of mandamus as duly served upon me, John J. Pluhar, presiding 
justice in our Supreme Court in Garfield county in our country of Montana is true, correct, and certain, 
not subject to any titles of nobility nor their opinions, nor to statute; and, “Again, you have heard it 
was decreed to the ancients, that you shall not perjure yourselves, but give up your vow 
to the Lord. But I tell you in short, Do not vow at all: not by heaven, for that is the throne 
of God; nor by the earth, because that is His footstool; nor by Jerusalem, for that is the 
city of the great King. Neither vow by your head, because you are not able to make a 
single hair white or black, But let your language be ‘Yes, yes’; ‘No, no; for whatever 
exceeds these proceeds from evil.” “Holy Scriptures” Matthew 5:33-37 Ferrar Fenton 


Done and dated this 13th day of October, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, through our Redeemer, 
Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D.. 

Supreme Court Seal: _ 

John J. Pluhar, presiding justice at the course of the Common Law 

in our country of Montana in Garfield county organized for judicial purposes 


in concurrence by: 


in concurrence by: 
purposes 


Billy B. Merlak, fellow justice in Garfield county organized for judicial purposes 
in our country of Montana, a separate jurisdiction from the state of Montana 

Robert N. Phipps, fellow justice in Garfield county organized for judicial 

in our country of Montana not “within” the United States 


Duly filed, recorded, and made public through legal notices in our local newspaper this_day of 

October, in the year of our Almighty God, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D.. 


Commanded by the People undersigned and duly notarized in our country of Montana, a separate venue 
and jurisdiction from the statutory state of Montana, under our judicial power and judicial authority of 
our Constitution of Montana at Article V, section 26 in the interests of substantial justice. 

Supreme Court Seal:_ 

William L. Stanton, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in our country of 
Montana, a peculiar and exclusive jurisdiction 
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Supreme Court Seal:_ 

Edwin Clark, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in our country of 
Montana, a peculiar and exclusive jurisdiction 

Supreme Court Seal:_ 

Richard E. Clark, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in our country of 
Montana, a peculiar and exclusive jurisdiction 

Acknowledgment by Common Law notary public in the country and county aforesaid: 

1,_, Anna I. Kramlich, having been duly informed 

in the premises, hereby attest and acknowledge this judicial writ of mandamus compelling writ of 
proclamation upon our Supreme Court Justices' in Garfield county organized for judicial purposes under 
our judicial power and judicial authority exempt from trespass by titles of nobility as having been duly 

signed, sealed and prejudiced in our State before me on this_day of October, in the year of our 

Mighty One, Yahweh, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D.. 

Fees: _ 

Affidavit:_ 

Oath:_ 

Postage:_ 

Public Post:_ 

Misc: 
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Garfield county court 

sitting with the powers of district and Circuit Court, both civil and criminal jurisdiction 
in and for Garfield county, country of Montana 
Common Law venue - - supreme Court 
original and exclusive jurisdiction 

writ of prohibition 

and affidavit of supersedeas bond with bona fide tender 

united States of America ) Docket No. CL-P-95-0023 

Montana state { organic} ) ss. before our Justices' pro tempore 

Garfield county ) in re: purported cause no._ 

State of Montana vs. Edwin Clark and Ebert W. Stanton, inter alia 

TO: office of supreme Court clerk, c/o office of supreme Court Justices'; and, 

Justice Court; Montana Sixteenth Judicial District Court; Nickolas C. Murnion; Charles A. Phipps; Joseph 
P. Mazurek; John P. Connor, Jr.; State of Montana a corporation; County of Garfield a corporation; Darrell 
Higgins; Gladys M. Stanton; Gregory P. Mohr; Robert Phipps; John J. Pluhar; JoAnn Stanton; Charlotte 
Herbold; Art Gallinger; United States citizens; Billy B. Merlak, defendants. 

Our Justices' of the quorum pro tempore, hereby present our writ of prohibition upon the Legislative 
Assembly created tribunal Montana Sixteenth Judicial District Court and the Legislative Assembly created 
Justice Court in the County of Garfield of the state of Montana our supersedeas bond for the sum certain 
amount of One Million ( 1,000,000.00 ) dollars current credit money via Certified Bankers Check for simple 
contract specific performance in the Legislative Assembly created tribunals in relation to the special 
character of the parties' to prevent obstruction of justice and impairing the obligation of contract through 
parties' power to choose applicable law for redress of grievance concerning unlawful detainer via writ of 
habeas corpus ad faciendum et recipiendum with writ of certiorari in aid of habeas corpus now pending in 
our Circuit Court of Justice in and for Garfield county, country of Montana in our American national forum. 

The Montana Sixteenth Judicial District Court and the Justice Court of Legislative Assembly creation are 
hereby compelled by this writ of prohibition to cease and desist in their unlawful actions against the State 
in fact Edwin Clark and Ebert W. Stanton, until our writ of habeas corpus ad faciendum et recipiendum 
with writ of certiorari in aid of habeas corpus is heard and adjudicated before our Circuit Court Justices' in 
our Ninth Circuit and in our Tenth Circuit Court of necessity to prevent irreparable injury to innocent private 
parties'. 

This writ of prohibition has judicial Power and judicial Authority derived from our Constitution of Montana 
under Article III, section 29 and expressly reserved to our People under Article V, section 26 of said 
Constitution in compliance with our national Constitution at Article III wherein a State shall be Party in 
original and exclusive jurisdiction. 

Certified copies of this writ of prohibition are attached to our writ of habeas corpus ad faciendum et 
recipiendum as duly served upon our Ninth Circuit Court Justices' and our Tenth Circuit Court Justices' 
respectively for their enforcement powers thereof. 

Affidavit by LeRoy M. Schweitzer 

I, LeRoy M. Schweitzer, having just cause to make this due presentment bona fide tender offer for 
supersedeas bond against writ of prohibition, writ of habeas corpus ad faciendum et recipiendum and writ 
of praecipe hereby attest and acknowledge the sum certain amount of One Million ( 1,000,000.00 ) dollars 
of current credit money placed as special deposit into court with our office of Garfield county treasurer 
forthwith, there to be placed into a special collections account drawing interest for the State in fact pending 
final judgment and final decree as duly performed by our Ninth Circuit Court Justices' and our Tenth 
Circuit Court Justices' pursuant to writ of praecipe via procedendo et loquela duly served upon said 



Justices' by our special appointed Marshal of necessity via our special appointed Prothonotary in Common 
Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction. 

This affidavit and the above writ of prohibition are true, correct and certain as lawfully docketed into our 
Garfield county court and our Ninth Circuit Court and our Tenth Circuit Court; and, “Again, you have heard it 
was decreed to the ancients, that you shall not perjure yourselves, but give up your vow to the Lord. But I tell you in 
short, Do not vow at all; not by heaven, for that is the throne of God; nor by the earth, because that is His footstool; nor by 
Jerusalem, for that is the city of the great King. Neither vow by your head, because you are not able to make a single hair 
white or black. But let your language be ‘Yes, yes’; ‘No, no’: for whatever exceeds these proceeds from evil.” “Holy 
Scriptures” Matthew 5:33 Ferrar Fenton 

teste meipso this_day of June, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, 

through our Redeemer, Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

per curiam: 


Daniel E. Petersen, Justice pro tempore, constitutional authority 

per curiam: 


Rodney O. Skurdal, Justice pro tempore, constitutional authority 

per curiam: 


LeRoy M. Schweitzer, Justice pro tempore, constitutional authority 

notary public Seal:_ 

Rodney O. Skurdal, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately 

bonded. 

I, Rodney O. Skurdal, notary public in our County and State aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge the 
above described document as true, correct and certain, duly signed before me by the Justices' pro 
tempore known to me as Daniel E. Petersen, Rodney O. Skurdal, and LeRoy M. Schweitzer, on this 
_day of June, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 


Fees:_, Oath:_, Postage: 

Affidavit:_, Mileage:_, Misc.:_ 



Musselshell county court 

country of Montana 
Common Law venue - - supreme Court 

sitting with the Powers of a district and circuit court in and for Musselshell county 
original and exclusive jurisdiction 

united States of America ) 

Montana state { organic } ) ss. before our Justices' pro tempore 
Musselshell county ) 

Garfield county ) 

Fergus county ) Docket No. CL-LMS-95-0010 

Petroleum county ) 

Gallatin county ) 

Justus Township ) 

TO: office of supreme Court clerk, c/o office of supreme Court Justices'; and. 

In re: “other jurisdiction” 

Defendants: attorney general, county attorney(s), office of county sheriff, office of secretary of 
state, office of governor, office of county assessor; office of county auditor; office of county treasurer; 
office of United States attorney, office of United States attorney general. Joint Chiefs of Staff, National 
Guard, office of state auditor; State Bar Association; Commission on Practice; all Senators; all 
Representatives; Senate Judiciary Committee; office of President; office of Solicitor General; office of 
special Consular; all legislative created judicial district courts; all legislative created Justice of the peace 
courts; all municipal courts; all United States District Courts; all federal judges; all circuit court Justices'; 
all administrative agencies; all non-registered foreign agents; Secret Service; Central Intelligence Agency; 
Central Intelligence Division; Federal Bureau of Investigation; INTERPOL; Federal Reserve Banks; 
Federal Reserve System; Federal Reserve Corporation; United States Bureau of Internal Revenue; United 
States Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, and Firearms; United States secretary of state; Army Reserve; United 
Nations, United States citizens. 


Quiet Title by affidavit of 

Dale M. Jacobi, LeRoy M. Schweitzer, Daniel E. Petersen, Rodney O. Skurdal, Richard E. Wilson, 

sui juris 

Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction as provided under 
Article V, section 26 of our Constitution of Montana 

We, the undersigned Dale M. Jacobi, LeRoy M. Schweitzer, Daniel E. Petersen, Rodney O. Skurdal, 
Richard E. Wilson, having just cause for Quiet Title cause of action in Common Law venue, original and 
exclusive jurisdiction hereby make this affidavit in special proceedings without recourse in our supreme 
Court against the named defendants above enumerated and described and any other private parties' who 
may have any lawful reasons for private ownership of private property rightfully owned by the State in 
fact, the undersigned in Musselshell county, Garfield county, Petroleum county, Fergus county, Gallatin 
county, country of Montana, in these several States of our Nation in America, said private property more 
fully described to wit: 

All corporal hereditaments, all corporeal hereditaments, all hereditary succession, all private land, all 
private property, all personal judgments as published in local newspapers in our country of Montana, 
united States of America. 
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The above named and described private property Rightfully owned and possessed by the State in fact, the 
undersigned, is hereby forever placed upon public notice of no trespass by failure of the above named 
defendant parties' to state a claim upon which relief could be granted or proving their document of title 
which could be superior to the lawful Right, title, ownership and possession claimed by the State in fact, 
the undersigned in our supreme Court sitting with the powers of a district and circuit court in and for 
Musselshell county in our country of Montana, a separate and distinct venue and jurisdiction from the 
United States and the compact party state of Montana. 

Notice of ngnzSgim: of Extradition 

Pursuant to the binding specific performance and legal effect against public hirelings enumerated in 
Montana Code Annotated and United States Codes against public officers, public employees, public 
servants and non-registered foreign agents as contained in their own statute/merchant contract concerning 
extradition process to their “other jurisdiction”; Know all men by these presents: The State in fact. Dale 
M. Jacobi, LeRoy M. Schweitzer, Daniel E. Petersen, Rodney O. Skurdal, Richard E. Wilson, will 
not waive either express or implied his/their Article IV, section 4 guarantee to a Republican Form of 
Government for extradition into the United States especially upon the knowledge the attorney general 
cannot base his executive power for enforcement on a private claim as found at MCA 46-30-401 quoted 
for all freemen characters' who have eyes to see and ears to hear; “When the return to this state of a 
person charged with a crime in this state is required, the prosecuting attorney shall 
present to the government ( governor ) his written application for a requisition for return 
of the person charged. The application shall state the name of the person charged, the 
crime charged against him, the approximate time, place, and circumstances of its 
commission, and the state in which he is believed to be, including the location of the 
accused therein at the time the application is made. It shall certify that in the opinion of 
the prosecuting attorney the ends of justice require the arrest and return of the accused 
to this state for trial and that the proceeding is not being instituted to enforce a private 
claim.” 


Caveat 

Pursuant to this no-trespass by express and explicit non-waiver of extradition in our country of Montana, 
the State in fact, the undersigned with aid of our posse, will make immediate arrest upon any officer from 
“other jurisdiction” who attempts to make unlawful arrest or trespass upon the State in fact or my/our 
private property based upon a private claim prosecuted by the attorney general and his non-registered 
foreign agents, no exceptions, for speedy trial in our one supreme Court, Musselshell county court, 
country of Montana, united States of America through lawful authority of Constitution of Montana at 
Article V, section 26, and by our published Rules of our supreme Court original and exclusive 
jurisdiction. 

Trial by jurymen of peers in our supreme Court in Common Law venue, original and exclusive 
jurisdiction is preserved by special, express and explicit reservation of all unalienable Rights for the State 
in fact, the undersigned under our Constitution of Montana as was duly adopted in the year of Eighteen 
Elundred Eighty Nine, A.D., with no exceptions, and no titles of nobility in our one supreme Court. 

All answers will be made by the real party of interest; no corporation legal fictions nor representative for 
said legal fictions will make response to this special, express and explicit quiet title cause of action in 
Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction in our supreme Court in and for Musselshell 
county in our country of Montana. 

Failure of any private party to make proof of document of title superior to the State in fact Dale M. 
Jacobi, LeRoy M. Schweitzer, Daniel E. Petersen, Rodney O. Skurdal, Richard E. Wilson, will be 
forever barred from making any claim in any manner whatsoever to the private property duly presented in 
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this Common Law venue quiet title cause of action. All private parties attempting to trespass on said 
private property owned by the State in fact, Dale M. Jacobi, LeRoy M. Schweitzer, Daniel E. Petersen, 
Rodney O. Skurdal, Richard E. Wilson, in the future will be summarily arrested with appropriate 

punishment commensurate with the crime and circumstances. Thus done and dated this_day of 

June, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

These public presentments by Dale M. Jacobi, Daniel E. Petersen, Rodney O. Skurdal, Richard E. Wilson, 
and LeRoy M. Schweitzer are true, correct and certain; and, “Again, you have heard it was decreed to the 
ancients, that you shall not perjure yourselves, but give up your vow to the Lord. But I tell you in short, Do not 
vow at all; not by heaven, for that is the throne of God; nor by the earth, because that is His footstool; nor by 
Jerusalem, for that is the city of the great King. Neither vow by your head, because you are not able to make a 
single hair white or black. But let your language be ‘Yes, yes’; ‘No, no’: for whatever exceeds these proceeds 
from evil.” “Holy Scriptures” Matthew 5:33 Ferrar Fenton 

teste meipso this_day of June, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, 

through our Redeemer, Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

per curiam:_ 

Dale M. Jacobi, sui juris, Justice in and for Musselshell county court 
country of Montana, in these several States in our Nation in America. 

per curiam:_ 

Daniel E. Petersen, sui juris, Justice in and for Petroleum county court 
country of Montana, in these several States in our Nation in America. 

per curiam:_ 

Rodney O. Skurdal, sui juris, Justice in and for Musselshell county court 
country of Montana, in these several States in our Nation in America. 

per curiam:_ 

Richard E. Wilson, sui juris, Justice in and for Fergus county court 
country of Montana, in these several States in our Nation in America. 

per curiam:_ 

LeRoy M. Schweitzer, sui juris, Justice in and for Gallatin county court 
country of Montana, in these several States in our Nation in America. 

notary public Seal:_ 

Rodney O. Skurdal, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately bonded. 

I, Rodney O. Skurdal, notary public in our County and State aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge the 
above described document as true, correct and certain, duly signed before me by the freemen characters' 
known to me as Dale M. Jacobi, Daniel E. Petersen, Rodney O. Skurdal, Richard E. Wilson and LeRoy 
M. Schweitzer, on this_, day of June, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Fees:_, Postage:_, Affidavit:_, 

Oath:_, Mileage:_, Misc:,_. 
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Dewey county court 

country of South Dakota 
Common Law venue - - supreme Court 
original and exclusive jurisdiction 


united States of America ) 

South Dakota state { organic } ) ss. before our Justices' 

Dewey county ) Quiet Title cause of action, special proceedings 


TO: office of Supreme Court clerk, c/o office of Supreme Court Justices'; and. 

Farmers Home Administration, United States District Court, District of South Dakota, Central Division, Farmer's 
Co-op Assn.; Farmer Mutual Ins. Assn.; First Bank Aberdeen; G.M.A.C.; H.C. Clark Imp. Co.; Oahe Veterinary; for 
publication in local news paper one time a week for three consecutive weeks, and to United States of America Post 
Office in Firesteel, Timberlake, and Isabel, South Dakota state. 


In re: Sheik Arabians Living Trust, co-trustee Arnold G. Wiedmer vs. Farmers Home Administration, United States 
Bankruptcy court, United States District Court, Dewey county sheriff, Dewey county clerk and recorder, Dewey 
county commissioners, et ah. 


Quiet Title by affidavit of Arnold G. Wiedmer, sui juris 
Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction Constitution of South Dakota 

I, Arnold G. Wiedmer, having just cause for Quiet Title cause of action in Common Law venue, original and 
exclusive jurisdiction hereby make this affidavit in special proceedings without recourse in our supreme Court in and 
for Dewey county, country of South Dakota against the named defendants above enumerated and described and any 
other private parties' who may have any lawful reasons for private ownership of private property rightfully owned by 
me, Arnold G. Wiedmer in Dewey county, country of South Dakota, in these several States of our Nation in 
America, said private property more hilly described to wit: 

Township 17 North, Range 23 E.B.H.M.: 


Sec. 3: 

SW!4 

Sec.4: 

S!/ 2 

Sec. 9: 

N>/ 2 and SE'/ 4 

Sec.10: 

W!4 

Sec.15: 

NViNE'A, SE'ANE'A and E!/ 2 SW!4NE!4 

Sec. 16: 

N!4 


Other private property owned by Sheik Arabians Living Trust, co-trustee Arnold G. Wiedmer is as follows: 


Quantity 

Kind Manufacture 

Size/Type 

Year 

Serial No. 

1 

Plow 

Case 

5-16 

1959 


1 

Chisel 

JD 

23’ 

1976 


1 

Tractor 

IHC 

Super M 

1955 


1 

Trailer 

Homemade 

Hoist 

1961 


1 

Milk Tank 


1000 Gal. 

1978 


1 

Auger 

Hutchinson 

33’ 

1963 


1 

Cream Seperator 

IHC 




1 

Tractor 

IHC 

Super M 

1953 

FI 111591 

1 

Mower 

IHC 

9' 

1966 


1 

Rake 

NH 

9’ 

1969 


1 

Disk 

IHC 

14’W 

1959 


1 

Loader 

Fannhand 

F10 

1972 


1 

Truck 

IHC 

2 T. 

1968 

41606H 771389 

1 

Stack Cage 


16-20 

1969 
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1 

Swather 

Case 

950 ( 14') 

1967 


1 

Combine 

NH 

TR 70 

1979 


1 

Silage Cutter 

Hesston 

2 row 

1979 


1 

Grinder Mixer 

NH 

352 

1972 

153497 

1 

Stack Mover 

Lehman 

13 x24 

1972 


1 

Feeder Wagon 

Swartz 

Feeder Wagon 

1979 


1 

Tractor 

JD 

4630 

1968 


1 

Auger 

Speed K. 

4" 

1970 


1 

Field Cultivator 

IHC 

1814' 

1973 


1 

Tractor 

JD 

4230 

1975 


1 

Loader 

JD 

158 

1975 


1 

Baler 

JD 

336 w/accum. 

1976 


1 

Com Planter 

JD 

6 row 

1958 


1 

Drill 

JD 

14' 

1975 


1 

Silage Wagon 

Gehl 


1975 


1 

Cultivator 

JD 

6 row 

1979 



The above named and described private property Rightfully owned and possessed by Sheik Arabians Limited Trust, 
co-trustee Arnold G. Wiedmer, is hereby forever placed upon public notice of no trespass by failure of the above 
named defendant private parties' to state a claim upon which relief could be granted or proving their document of 
title which could be superior to the lawful Right, title, ownership and possession claimed by Sheik Arabians Living 
Trust, co-trustee Arnold G. Wiedmer in our supreme Court in and for Dewey county in our country of South Dakota, 
a separate and distinct venue and jurisdiction from the United States and the compact party state of South Dakota. 

Trial by jurymen of peers in our supreme Court in Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction in Dewey 
county-court is preserved by special, express and explicit reservation of all unalienable Rights for Arnold G. 
Wiedmer under our Constitution of South Dakota as was duly adopted in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, 
A.D., with no exceptions, and no titles of nobility in our supreme Court. 

All answers will be made by the real party in interest, no corporation legal fictions nor representative for said legal 
fictions will make response to this special, express and explicit quiet title cause of action in Common Law venue, 
original and exclusive jurisdiction in our supreme Court in and for Dewey county in our country of South Dakota. 

Failure of any private party to make proof of document of title superior to Sheik Arabians Living Trust, co-trustee 
Arnold G. Wiedmer will be forever barred from making any claim in any manner whatsoever to the private property 
duly presented in this Common Law venue quiet title cause of action, original and exclusive jurisdiction in Dewey 
county-court. All private parties attempting to trespass on said private property owned by Sheik Arabians Living 
Trust, co-trustee Arnold G. Wiedmer in the future will be summarily arrested with appropriate punishment 
commensurate with the crime and circumstances. 

Thus done and dated this_day of May, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, Nineteen Hundred Ninety 

Five, A.D.. 

These public presentments by Arnold G. Wiedmer are true, correct and certain; and, “Again, you have heard it 
was decreed to the ancients, that you shall not perjure yourselves, but give up your vow to the 
Lord. But I tell you in short, Do not vow at all; not by heaven, for that is the throne of God; nor by 
the earth, because that is His footstool; nor by Jerusalem, for that is the city of the great King. 
Neither vow by your head, because you are not able to make a single hair white or black. But let 
your language be ‘Yes, yes’; ‘No, no’: for whatever exceeds these proceeds from evil.” 

“Holy Scriptures” Matthew 5:33 Ferrar Fenton 

per curiam:_ 

Arnold G. Wiedmer, sui juris, Justice in and for Dewey county court 
country of South Dakota, in these several States in our Nation in America, 
per curiam:_ 
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, sui juris, Justice in and for Dewey county court 
country of South Dakota, in these several States in our Nation in America. 


per curiam: 


per curiam: 


, sui juris, Justice in and for Dewey county court 
country of South Dakota, in these several States in our Nation in America. 


, sui juris, Justice in and for Dewey county court 
country of South Dakota, in these several States in our Nation in America. 


notary public Seal:_ 

, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately bonded. 

I,_, notary public in our County and State aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge 

the above described document as true, correct and certain, duly signed before me by the freeman character known as 
Arnold G. Wiedmer, on this_day of May, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 


Fees: 

Oath:_, Postage:_, Affidavit: 

Mileage:_, Misc.:_. 
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Dewey county court 
country of South Dakota 
Common Law venue — supreme Court 

United States of America ) 

South Dakota state { organic } ) ss. before our Justices' 

Dewey county ) Refusal for cause 

Affidavit of Mailing Service 

To: office of Supreme Court clerk in Dewey county-court c/o office of Dewey county-court commissioners; and. 
United States District Court, District of South Dakota, Central Division, 225 S. Pierre St., Rm 405, Pierre, SD 
57501; Mark A. Moreno, U.S. Magistrate Judge; William F. Clayton, clerk; Bonnie Horan, Deputy Clerk; Douglas 
Swenson; Charles O. Dresbach; Robert Ecoftey (sp); Karen E. Schrier; Robert A. Mandel; Jane Tschetter. 

in re: purported indictment 

purported summons in a criminal case, # CR95-30029 

the above purported instruments hereinafter “sham process ” 

Refusal for cause as a special appearance special proceeding in Common Law venue, original and 
exclusive jurisdiction from Dewey county court, country of South Dakota response to “sham process” 
above described in a legislative created tribunal. 

1, Arnold G. Wiedmer, the aggrieved party herein, a third party by Right of Inheritance private property 
in Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction make this special visitation to the above 
described legislative created “tribunal” in a foreign venue emanating from “within” the United States 
with prejudice in my Common Law venue in and for Dewey county in our country of South Dakota, a 
venue which is not waived either express or implied by Arnold G. Wiedmer under our Constitution of 
South Dakota and in purview of our national Constitution protections under Article of amendment the 
Eleventh which prohibits United States citizens from invoking the judicial power of the United States 
against Arnold G. Wiedmer in our Common Law venue in and for Dewey county in our country of South 
Dakota in these united States of America. 

I, Arnold G. Wiedmer do not waive either express or implied my Common Law venue in and for Dewey 
county-court, nor grant any in personam, in re, nor subject matter jurisdiction to the federal legislative 
created tribunal United States District Court, District of South Dakota, Central Division purporting to 
have a seal and expressly not waived by Arnold G. Wiedmer by provisions of the federal common law 
a/k/a Uniform Commercial Code at section 1-105, by parties' power to choose applicable law under the 
territorial application of the act in relation to supplementary principles of law via threat, duress, coercion, 
undue influence, misrepresentation, fraud, law of contract, principal and agent, estoppel, bankruptcy and 
other validating and invalidating causes, reserved for the private party Arnold G. Wiedmer at U.C.C. § 1- 
207 by special, express and explicit reservation of all unalienable Rights waiving none ever, especially in 
the United States District Court, District of South Dakota, Central Division, an Article I legislative 
created tribunal in contradistinction to Article III, judicial Courts of Justice created under our 
Constitutions, either South Dakota state or national. 

This special visitation response is to be construed as a demurrer under U.C.C. § 1-103, wherein the 
substantive Rights and Remedies for Arnold G. Wiedmer are preserved under U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 34 ) & 
(36) with or without resort to a legislative created tribunal and by parties' power to choose U.C.C. § 9- 
501 for any judicial process whatsoever under our Common Law of England as it was known at the time 
our territory of South Dakota became one of the several States under our organic law through our 
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enabling act enumerated in our Constitution of South Dakota in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty 
Nine, A.D.. 

The “sham process ” presumes the third party is a statutory defined “person” ( means a corporation 
“alien” ) but has failed to present any conclusive presumptions into the “sham process” forum foreign 
jurisdiction attempting to compel said aggrieved private party to grant venue and jurisdiction to the 
legislative created “tribunal” which said venue is limited to the District of Columbia, its territories, its 
States, its states, its possessions and its subjects in their geographical restrictive limits as contained 
within our national Constitution and restrained in our geographical country of South Dakota, a separate 
territorial venue from the said District of Columbia fully protected for the Sovereign Arnold G. Wiedmer 
under our Article of amendment the Eleventh in our national Constitution. 

Attached are the “sham process” as exhibits, which were unlawfully presented to this private party, 
aggrieved party by non-registered foreign agents d/b/a the United States, through their agency ministerial 
officers in foreign venue and foreign jurisdiction. 

Said instruments above described are hereby refused for cause without dishonor pursuant to U.C.C. § 3- 
501, U.C.C. § 3-401 and returned forthwith in non-waiver of Common Law venue and judicial 
jurisdiction in our three separate and distinct branches of self-government under our guarantee by Article 
IV, section 4, and Article IV, section 2 of our national Constitution in our foreign country of South 
Dakota, a recognized Sovereign separate and distinct from the District of Columbia, and duly enforced 
for the aggrieved party Arnold G. Wiedmer in my country of South Dakota by non-waiver of unalienable 
Private Right to own private property. 

1. The aggrieved party is not a defendant; 

2. The aggrieved party is not an accused; 

3. The aggrieved party is not a corporation; 

4. The aggrieved party is not a United States citizen nor resident, nor resident of the state of South 
Dakota; 

5. The instruments refused for cause are a sham pleading and sham process; 

6. The instruments are slanderous and contain lies, misinformation and deception; 

7. The instruments are brought for malicious and vexatious purposes; 

8. The instruments are brought in a voluntary appellate jurisdiction; 

9. The instruments are brought as prima facie trespass upon unalienable Right of Liberty possessed by 
the private party, a third party in relation to the presumed agreement of common usage orchestrated 
by the federal common law upon its subjects; 

10. The instruments are a fraud upon this Court of Justice; 

11. The purported plaintiff UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, does not have a voluntary signed contract 
with this private third party which could compel specific performance from the third party in the 
above styled legal fiction “sham process 

12. The aggrieved party hereby challenges the presumption that the alleged “Plaintiff’ is a Holder in Due 
Course per U.C.C. § 3-306 of any alleged instruments upon which the claim in the “sham process” 
instruments are based; 

13. The aggrieved party refuses the “sham process” instruments as incomplete under U.C.C. § 3-115; 

14. The aggrieved party denies that there are any underlying bona fide instruments to support the alleged 
“Plaintiffs” “sham process ” against the aggrieved party, this third party; 

15. The aggrieved party does not waive extradition into the compact party state of South Dakota, nor the 
state of the forum “within” the United States; 
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16. The alleged Plaintiff has no standing to sue in the legislative created “tribunal” invading into our 
Common Law venue in Dewey county repugnant to Article of amendment the Eleventh of our 
national Constitution; 

17. The “sham process” is invalid and this third party does not inhabit the legislative created “tribunal's” 
venue, nor foreign jurisdiction; 

18. The purported summons in a criminal case should have been tendered to a coiporation to satisfy the 
intent of the foreign jurisdiction presentment; 

19. The purported magistrate Mark A. Moreno was never granted consent by Arnold G. Wiedmer to hear 
any matters concerning said Arnold G. Wiedmer in and for Dewey county nor in our country of 
South Dakota under guarantee of separation of powers doctrine provided for Arnold G. Wiedmer by 
our Article of amendment the Eleventh; 

20. The purported indictment was signed by a United States citizen who did not qualify as juror in 
compliance with Title 28, U.S.C. sections 1861 through 1877 whereby the jurors must be chosen 
from a fair cross section of the community and said jurors must not be United States citizens who 
have a conflict of interest in the outcome of the purported cause of action, and further keeping in 
compliance with the above mentioned Article of amendment the Eleventh of our national 
Constitution; 

21. The “sham process ” does not name the aggrieved party by the correct spelling of his name and is a 
misnomer whereby the aggrieved party cannot be sued without his consent in his Common Law 
venue; 

22. The alleged Plaintiff has not been prejudiced by the aggrieved party nor this third party, a private 
party in foreign venue; 

23. The Dewey county-court clerk has never evidenced any bond posted into the “sham process” by the 
purported plaintiff to enable said legal fiction to maintain a cause of action against the aggrieved 
party; 

24. The purported plaintiff has failed to prove any verified oath or affirmation by a private party which 
could have supported a probable cause to exist in matters concerning Arnold G. Wiedmer in his 
country of South Dakota; 

25. The purported district court judge has never been granted leave by this Court for venue to hear these 
special matters in our foreign country of South Dakota; 

26. The alleged claim does not come under the Sovereign powers of our national government; 

27. The alleged plaintiff is represented by a title of nobility which is expressly prohibited in our national 
Constitution and in our Constitution of South Dakota expressly not waived by this third party; 

28. The alleged Plaintiff is attempting to induce the aggrieved party herein by fraud, threats, duress, 
coercion under U.C.C. § 3-505 (a)(l)(iii) to accept the “sham process” instruments and thereby 
waive Common Law venue in and for Dewey county-court; 

29. The “sham process” alleged Plaintiff did not bond the purported criminal action in any tribunal in 
our country of South Dakota, nor in the state of South Dakota prior to the purported presentment of 
summons upon a presumed coiporation; 

30. The aggrieved party has no contracts nor covenants with the alleged plaintiff upon which the “sham 
process” instruments are based in Common Law venue, based upon findings of fraud upon this Court 
of Justice; 

31. The fact the alleged Plaintiff flies the gold-fringed flag of the United States and the fact the alleged 
attorney is a title of nobility which is prohibited in our country of South Dakota and the further fact 
these legislative created “tribunals” do not recognize our lawful money of account as denominated in 
gold minted Coin and silver minted Coin under our Treasury of the United States of America but 
works instead with script denominated bills of exchange under the common name federal reserve 
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notes creates an impossibility for the aggrieved party and this third party under U.C.C. § 1-103.6 
through estoppel, fraud, coercion, duress, intimidation, undue influence, misrepresentation, 
bankruptcy, and the law of simple contract through principal and agent; 

32. The aggrieved party hereby respectfully presents this bona fide return of the “sham process” 
instruments, an unsubstantiated presentment under U.C.C. § 3-501 (b)(3). The aggrieved party 
further makes demand upon the alleged Plaintiff to please exhibit the bona fide signed instruments 
under U.C.C. § 1-201(3) that contain the willful, knowing, and voluntary consent bona fide signature 
of this aggrieved party and this third party obligating said aggrieved party and said third party to 
respond to the “sham pleadings” hereby refused for cause without dishonor; 

33. The aggrieved party received no value from the purported Plaintiff as not waived by said aggrieved 
party pursuant to U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 44 ) ( d ) for any consideration sufficient to support a simple 
contract; 

34. The Plaintiff conducted a nisi prius “sham process” against the aggrieved party without bona fide 
presentments prior to the purported hearing before a foreign jurisdiction grand jury, United States 
citizens/subjects; 

35. The aggrieved party and this third party hereby demands bona fide proof of the alleged Plaintiffs 
claim that the alleged Plaintiff maintains a security interest, U.C.C. § 1-201 (37) in the private party, 
the private property of the aggrieved party which could make the alleged Plaintiff a Holder under 
U.C.C. § 1-201 (20) to make a due presentment in these legislative created “tribunal” restricted to 
their territorial application of the act by this private party's power to choose applicable law in our 
Common Law venue of original and exclusive jurisdiction in our Supreme Court in and for Dewey 
county-court organized for judicial purposes; 

36. Please provide evidence of the alleged Plaintiffs lawful authority to make a presentment by way of 
an alleged Court case and provide what territorial venue or jurisdiction or application under U.C.C. § 
1-105 exists which this aggrieved party, a third party has agreed upon which contains the willful, 
knowing, and voluntary bona fide signature of this aggrieved party, this third party; 

37. There are grounds of insecurity on the part of the aggrieved party, and therefore, said aggrieved party 
demands assurances under U.C.C. § 2-609 as to the alleged Plaintiffs delegation of authority and 
assignment of rights to operate in this Union state, our country of South Dakota, in a purported 
municipal capacity, and further provide the Delegation Order that comes from the Secretary of the 
Treasury of the admitted bankrupt United States that applies to this American national free inhabitant 
in our country of South Dakota expressly “without” the United States and its limited, restricted 
venue., War Powers Act notwithstanding in this Common Law venue in and for Dewey county-court 
in our country of South Dakota; 

38. What capacity is the alleged Plaintiff operating under in this “sham process”, a sovereign state, the 
commercial state, or the martial law state?; 

39. What principal is the alleged Plaintiff operating under in this “sham process”, the South Dakota 
republic, the federal Buck Act state of South Dakota, or the State of South Dakota, the Secretary of 
the Treasury of the United States, the International Monetary Fund, the Federal Reserve Bank, or the 
World Bank, the federal common law under common usage, Private International Law or any 
others?; 

40. Failure of the alleged Plaintiff to provide this aggrieved party and this third party with the above 
responsive demands and information within the courtesy ten (10) day time limit upon receipt of this 
special visitation by this refusal for cause without dishonor invalidates the “sham process” 
presentments you have made by way of the instruments herein under U.C.C. § 3-501, creating prima 
facie removal into our one supreme Court in and for Dewey county, Common Law venue, original 
and exclusive jurisdiction under our Constitution of South Dakota in our Courts of Justice protected 
for the aggrieved party, a third party at Article of Amendment the Eleventh of our national 
Constitution; 
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41. The aggrieved party being a third party does not waive either express or implied protections of 
Magna Charta chapter 38, whereby acts of government officers cannot move the Court by their own 
bare sayings without the support of two or more credible witnesses; 

42. The aggrieved party expressly reserves “without prejudice” the writ of covenant commonly referred 
to as praecipe whereby no freeman shall lose his court in his Common Law venue one supreme Court 
in and for Dewey county, country of South Dakota, united States of America; 

43. The aggrieved party expressly and explicitly reserves habeas coipus in Common Law venue in and 
for Dewey county-court proven upon this Court of Record; 

Under U.C.C. § 1-201 (10) you have ten days to make timely answer, and a fault, under U.C.C. § 1- 
201(16) must therefore exist if you do not respond timely as demanded by this aggrieved party and this 
third party. This fault will be in the party of the alleged Plaintiff and will create a fraud through material 
misrepresentation which would vitiate everything from the beginning ( U.C.C. § 1-103 ) if the alleged 
Plaintiff does not respond completely, accurately, and truthfully to the lawful demands made herein by 
the aggrieved party to the alleged Plaintiffs “sham process” instruments. This aggrieved party, this third 
party reserves specially, expressly, and explicitly my unalienable Rights and remedies in these special 
matters under U.C.C. § 1-207.7 in our country of South Dakota. 

Willful failure on the legislative created “tribunal's” and the alleged Plaintiffs part to vacate the “sham 
process ” of the above refused for cause instruments will result in the aggrieved party pressing civil and 
criminal process under U.C.C. § 9-501 in our Common Law venue in our original and exclusive 
jurisdiction in our Dewey county-court organized for judicial purposes in our Division of South Dakota 
in our national circuit Courts of Justice separate and distinct from the federal district pursuant to the 
course of the Common Law where the Common Law is competent to give remedy in our country of 
South Dakota. And lawful warrants of arrest will issue against the delinquents who have willfully, 
knowingly, wantonly and maliciously denied, delayed and sold justice against the aggrieved party before 
many witnesses in our country of South Dakota, expressly not “within” the admitted bankrupt United 
States and its agency state of South Dakota d/b/a the county of Dewey of the state of South Dakota. 

The modem rules of Court procedure have not abolished demurrers. They have merely made them 
subject to the rules of civil procedure and by special rule demurrers are necessary to prove for the trier of 
fact a preponderance of the evidence to overcome any presumptions foisted upon said trier of fact by the 
forbidden titles of nobility “within” the United States. 

This refusal for cause without dishonor is true, correct and certain; and, “But before all, my 
brethren, do not swear, neither by the heavens, nor by the earth, nor any other 
kind of oath; but let your yes be yes; and your no, no; so that you may not fall 
under a sentence.” James 5:12 
Respectfully presented, 

Court Seal: 


Arnold G. Wiedmer, in personam, in re, in Dewey county-court, in our country of South Dakota 
Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction at the choice of the suitor 
“without recourse” U.C.C. § 1-207.7 

Done and dated this_day of April, in the year of our Almighty God, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D. 

notary public Seal: 


, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately bonded. 
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I, Rodney O. Skurdal, notary public in our County and State aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge the above described 
document as true, correct and certain, duly signed before me by the freeman character known as Arnold G. Wiedmer on this 

_day of_, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Fees: 

Oath:_, Postage:_, Affidavit:_, 

Mileage:_, Misc.:_. 
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Fergus county court 

country of Montana 
Common Law venue - - supreme Court 

refusal for cause without dishonor 


united States of America ) 

Montana state { organic } ) ss. before our Justices' Petersen, Schweitzer, Skurdal 
Fergus county ) 

TO: office of supreme Court clerk, c/o office of supreme Court Justices'; and, 

MONTANA FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, LEWIS AND CLARK COUNTY; 

John T. Mitchell; Ward A. Shanahan; David C. Dalthorp; GOUGH, SHANAHAN, JOHNSON, & WATERMAN; 
JEFFREY M. SHERLOCK; NANCY SWEENY; ALICE DOVE. 

Greetings: 

By special appearance only, not voluntarily, nor generally, over my will and against my objections, I, Richard 
E. Wilson, through special assistance of counsel in Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction hereby 
present refusal for cause without dishonor upon purported summons in purported case no. BDV-95-372 concerning 
purported plaintiff JOHN T. MITCHELL, specially presenting notice to the legal fiction MONTANA FIRST 
JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, LEWIS AND CLARK COUNTY, a legislative created tribunal d/b/a compact party 
state of Montana via agency for the District of Columbia. 

The purported summons was not signed by the office of clerk of court; 

The purported summons was not signed by the deputy clerk; 

The purported deputy clerk was not elected by the People; 

The purported hearing officer has a conflict of interest; 

The purported plaintiff is represented by a title of nobility; 

The purported plaintiff did not bond his affidavit; 

The purported plaintiff did not file for record an affidavit; 

The purported court is not a court of record; 

The purported clerk of court is not ex officio recorder in and for Lewis and Clark county; 

Demurrers are presented in U.C.C. § 1-103; 

The legislative created tribunal cannot usurp trial by jury of peers; 

The legislative created tribunal cannot usurp exclusive jurisdiction for supreme Court quiet title; 

The legislative created tribunal officers must make timely answer to supreme Court quiet title; 

Nisi prius process is void ab initio upon failure to make timely answer to Common Law venue, original and 
exclusive quiet title in matters relating to private property Rightfully owned by Richard E. Wilson; 

The titles of nobility have not placed upon public record a bond in the legislative created tribunal; 

Fergus county-court has not granted leave to any titles of nobility to enter into exclusive quiet title cause of action; 
The MONTANA FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, LEWIS AND CLARK COUNTY are standing in default 
for their failure to make answer to writ of error; 

By the failure to make answer to writ of error, any purported judgment obtained from the nisi prius judge in the 
MONTANA FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, LEWIS AND CLARK COUNTY is rendered null and void at 
its inception; 

The purported findings of fact, conclusions of law, order granting permanent injunction and judgment awarding 
damages is null and void by the fact no trial by jury occurred at the demand of Richard E. Wilson causing reversible 
error for willful violations of Article of amendment the Seventh of our national Constitution; 

THOMAS C. HONZEL is not a verified signature on purported order; 

David C. Dalthorp failed to post bond in the legislative created tribunal prior to entering signature in purported court 
process in the above styled nisi prius court; 

Jeffrey M. Sherlock purported to sign a court process while being in contempt of court for failure to answer writ of 
error, judgment having been taken against the nisi prius ministerial officer by default; 


refusal for cause” Page 1 of 2 



Jeffrey M. Sherlock could not have signed court process against Richard E. Wilson while standing in default for the 
sum certain amount of Six Hundred Forty Thousand ( 640,000.00 ) upon U.C.C. lien duly filed for record in our 
country of Montana; 

Judgment in favor of Richard E. Wilson against the defendants in error above named was duly entered into Fergus 
county court by our Justices' causing the purported summons above described to be a moot issue. 

This refusal for cause is true, correct and certain; and, “Again, you have heard it was decreed to the ancients, 
that you shall not perjure yourselves, but give up your vow to the Lord. But I tell you in short, Do not vow at 
all; not by heaven, for that is the throne of God; nor by the earth, because that is His footstool; nor by 
Jerusalem, for that is the city of the great King. Neither vow by your head, because you are not able to make 
a single hair white or black. But let your language be ‘Yes, yes’; ‘No, no’: for whatever exceeds these 
proceeds from evil.” “Holy Scriptures” Matthew 5:33 Ferrar Fenton 

teste meipso this_day of June, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, 

through our Redeemer, Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

per curiam: _ 

Richard E. Wilson, Justice pro tempore 


notary public Seal: 


Rodney O. Skurdal, duly appointed, commissioned, empowered and privately bonded. 
I, Rodney O. Skurdal, notary public in our County and State aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge the above 
described document as true, correct and certain, duly signed before me by the freeman character known to me as 
Richard E. Wilson, on this_, day of June, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

Fees:_, Postage:_, Affidavit:_, 

Oath:_, Mileage:_, Misc:,_. 
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Yavapai county-court 
Common Law venue - - supreme Court 
original and exclusive jurisdiction 

United States of America ) 

Arizona state { organic } ) ss. before our Justices' 

Yavapai county ) Refusal for cause 

Affidavit of Mailing Service 

To: office of supreme Court clerk in Yavapai county c/o office of Yavapai county-court commissioners; 
Donald A. Aden; STATE OF ARIZONA; MARYANN FAST; Fana Cummings; 

in re: purported order to appear, purported case no. DO-995-0220 
purported request to establish child support/arrearages 
purported affidavit of financial information 

the above instruments hereinafter “sham process” 

Refusal for cause as a special appearance special proceeding response to “sham process” above described. 

I, Rhonda Kimble, the aggrieved party herein, make this special visitation to the above styled legislative 
created “tribunals” in a foreign venue emanating from “within” the United States with prejudice in my 
Common Faw venue in and for Yavapai county court; a venue which is not waived either express or implied 
by me, Rhonda Kimble, under our Constitution of Arizona and in purview of our national protections under 
Article of amendment the Eleventh which prohibits United States citizens from invoking the judicial power 
of the United States by their agency state of Arizona against Rhonda Kimble in our Common Faw venue in 
Yavapai county in our country of Arizona in these united states of America. 

1, Rhonda Kimble, do not waive either express or implied my Common Faw venue original and exclusive 
jurisdiction in Yavapai county court, nor grant any in personam, in re, nor subject matter jurisdiction into the 
United States federal legislative created tribunals. 

This special visitation response is to be construed as a demurrer under U.C.C. § 1-103, wherein the 
substantive Rights and Remedies for Rhonda Kimble are preserved under U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 34 ) & (36) with 
or without resort to a legislative created tribunal and by parties' power to choose applicable law under 
U.C.C. § 1-105 under our Common Faw of England as it was known at the time our territory of Arizona 
became one of the several States under our organic law through our enabling act enumerated in our 
Constitution of Arizona. 

The “sham process ” presumes the aggrieved party is a statutory defined “person” ( means a corporation 
“alien” ) but has failed to present any conclusive presumptions into the “sham process” forum foreign 
jurisdiction compelling said aggrieved party to grant venue and jurisdiction to the legislative created 
“tribunals” which said venue is limited to the District of Columbia, its territories, its States, its states, its 
possessions, its citizens and its subjects in their geographical restrictive limits as contained within our 
national Constitution and restrained in our geographical country of Arizona, a separate territorial venue from 
the said District of Columbia fully protected for the Sovereign Rhonda Kimble under our Article of 
amendment the Eleventh in our national Constitution. 

Attached hereto is the “sham process ” as exhibits, which were unlawfully presented to the aggrieved party 
by non-registered foreign agents d/b/a the United States under federal common law a/k/a Uniform 
Commercial Code, through their agent compact party state of Arizona. 

Said instruments above described are hereby refused for cause without dishonor pursuant to U.C.C. § 3-501 
and returned forthwith in non-waiver of Common Faw venue under separation of powers guarantee by 
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Article IV, section 4 of our national Constitution in our country of Arizona, a recognized Sovereign separate 

and distinct from the District of Columbia, and duly enforced for the aggrieved party under our Constitution 

of Arizona by non-waiver of unalienable Right possessed by Rhonda Kimble. 

1. The aggrieved party is not a respondent; 

2. The aggrieved party is not a United States citizen nor resident, nor resident of the state of Arizona; 

3. The instruments refused for cause are a sham pleading; 

4. The instruments are slanderous and contain lies, misinformation and deception; 

5. The instruments are brought for malicious and vexatious purposes; 

6. The instruments are brought as prima facie violation of Right of privacy under Article of amendment the 
Fourth of our national Constitution; 

7. The instruments are a fraud upon this Court of Justice; 

8. The purported plaintiff STATE OF ARIZONA, does not have a voluntary signed contract with the 
aggrieved party which could compel specific performance in the above styled legal fiction “sham 
process ” legislative created tribunal; 

9. The aggrieved party hereby challenges the presumption that the alleged “Plaintiff’ is a Flolder in Due 
Course per U.C.C. § 3-306 of any alleged instruments upon which the claim in the “sham process” 
instruments are based; 

10. The aggrieved party refuses the “sham process” instruments as incomplete under U.C.C. § 3-115; 

11. The aggrieved party denies that there are any underlying bona fide instruments to support the alleged 
“Plaintiffs” “sham process ” against the aggrieved party and this third party; 

12. The aggrieved party does not waive extradition into the compact party state of Arizona, nor the state of 
the forum “within” the United States; 

13. The alleged Plaintiff has no standing to sue in the legislative created “tribunals” invading into our 
Common Law venue in Yavapai county-court repugnant to Article of amendment the Eleventh of our 
national Constitution; 

14. The “sham process” is invalid and the aggrieved party does not inhabit the legislative created 
“tribunal's” venue; 

15. The purported order to appear is not signed in Common Law venue by a judicial officer; 

16. RFIONDA KIMBLE is a misnomer in relation to Rhonda Kimble; 

16. The purported order to appear has no seal affixed thereto; 

17. The purported request to establish child support/arrearages does not contain any supporting affidavit 
from an injured private party supporting a compulsory process as guaranteed by public officers public 
oaths to the People in our country of Arizona; 

18. The purported agent Donald A. Aden has failed to present any bond into any Court of Justice which 
could comply with his public oath of office to the appellate supreme court justices' creating jurisdiction 
in a legislative created tribunal for process to issue against the parties'; 

19. The purported affidavit of financial information violates the due process clause of our Article of 
amendment the Fifth of our national Constitution in relation to the aggrieved party in Common Law 
venue; 

20. The purported documents fail to provide for extradition process necessary for the executive power of 
“other jurisdiction” to acquire judicial enforcement against the aggrieved party in Common Law venue; 

36. The alleged Plaintiff has not been prejudiced by the aggrieved party nor this third party; 

37. The purported hearing officer has never been granted leave by this Court for venue to hear these special 
matters; 

39. The alleged claim does not come under the Sovereign powers of our national government; 

40. The alleged plaintiff is represented by a title of nobility which is expressly prohibited in our national 
constitution and in our Constitution of Arizona as expressly not waived by the aggrieved party; 

41. The alleged Plaintiff is attempting to induce the aggrieved party herein by fraud, threats, duress, 
coercion under U.C.C. § 3-505 (a)(l)(iii) to accept the “sham process” instruments; 

44. The aggrieved party has no contracts nor covenants with the alleged plaintiff upon which the “sham 
process” instruments are based in Common Law venue; 
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45. The fact the alleged Plaintiff flies the gold-fringed flag of the United States and the fact the alleged 
attorney is a title of nobility which is prohibited in our country of Arizona under the Bannack Statutes of 
1864 at page ten ( 10 ), and the further fact these legislative created “tribunals” do not recognize our 
lawful money of account as denominated in gold minted Coin and silver minted Coin under our Treasury 
of the United States of America but works instead with script denominated bills of exchange under the 
common name federal reserve notes creates an impossibility for the aggrieved party and this third party 
under U.C.C. § 1-103.6 through estoppel, and by fraud, coercion, duress, intimidation, undue influence, 
misrepresentation, bankruptcy, and the law of simple contract through principal and agent; 

46. The aggrieved party hereby respectfully presents this bona fide return of the “sham process” 
instruments, an unsubstantiated presentment under U.C.C. § 3-501 (b)(3). The aggrieved party further 
makes demand upon the alleged Plaintiff to please exhibit the bona fide signed instruments under U.C.C. 
§ 1-201(3) that contain the willful, knowing, and voluntary consent bona fide signature of this aggrieved 
party and this third party obligating said aggrieved party and said third party to respond to the sham 
pleadings hereby refused for cause without dishonor; 

47. The aggrieved party received no value from the purported Plaintiff as not waived by said aggrieved party 
pursuant to U.C.C. § 1-201 ( 44 ) ( d ) for any consideration sufficient to support a simple contract; 

49. The aggrieved party and this third party hereby demands bona fide proof of the alleged Plaintiffs claim 
that the alleged Plaintiff maintains a security interest, U.C.C. § 1-201 (37) in the private party, the 
private property of the aggrieved party which could make the alleged Plaintiff a Holder under U.C.C. § 
1 -201 (20) to make a due presentment in these legislative created “tribunals” restricted to their territorial 
application of the act by this private party's power to choose applicable law in our Common Law venue 
of original and exclusive jurisdiction in our Supreme Court in Yavapai county organized for judicial 
purposes; 

50. Please provide evidence of the alleged Plaintiffs lawful authority to make a presentment by way of an 
alleged Court case and provide what territorial venue or jurisdiction or application under U.C.C. § 1-105 
exists which this aggrieved party, a third party have agreed upon which contains the willful, knowing, 
and voluntary bona fide signature of this aggrieved party and this third party; 

51. There are grounds of insecurity on the part of the aggrieved party, and therefore, said aggrieved party 
demands assurances under U.C.C. § 2-609 as to the alleged Plaintiffs delegation of authority and 
assignment of rights to operate in this Union state, our country of Arizona, in a purported municipal 
capacity, and further provide the Delegation Order that comes from the Secretary of the Treasury of the 
admitted bankrupt United States that applies to this American national free inhabitant in our country of 
Arizona expressly “without” the United States and its limited, restricted venue., War Powers Act 
notwithstanding in this Common Law venue in Yavapai county in our country of Arizona; 

52. What capacity is the alleged Plaintiff operating under in this “sham process”, a sovereign state, the 
commercial state, or the martial law state?; 

53. What principal is the alleged Plaintiff operating under in this “sham process”, the Arizona republic, the 
federal Buck Act state of Arizona, or the State of Arizona, the Secretary of the Treasury of the United 
States, the International Monetary Fund, the Federal Reserve Bank, or the World Bank, the federal 
common law under common usage, Private International Law or any others?; 

54. Failure of the alleged Plaintiff to provide this aggrieved party and this third party with the above 
responsive demands and information within the courtesy ten (10) day time limit upon receipt of this 
special visitation by this refusal for cause without dishonor invalidates the “sham process” 
presentments you have made by way of the instruments herein under U.C.C. § 3-501, creating prima 
facie removal into our one supreme Court, Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction 
under our Constitution of Arizona protected for the aggrieved party at Article of Amendment the 
Eleventh of our national constitution; 

55. The aggrieved party being a third party does not waive either express or implied protections of Magna 
Charta chapter 38, whereby acts of government officers cannot move the Court by their own bare 
sayings; 
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56. The aggrieved party expressly reserves “without prejudice” the writ of covenant commonly referred to 
as praecipe whereby no freeman shall lose his court; 

57. The aggrieved party expressly and explicitly reserves habeas coipus in Common Law venue proven 
upon this Court of Record; 

Under U.C.C. § 1-201 (10) you have ten days to make timely answer, and a fault, under U.C.C. § 1-201(16) 
must therefore exist if you do not respond timely as demanded by this aggrieved party and this third party. 
This fault will be in the party of the alleged Plaintiff and will create a fraud through material 
misrepresentation which would vitiate everything from the beginning ( U.C.C. § 1-103 ) if the alleged 
Plaintiff does not respond completely, accurately, and truthfully to the lawful demands made herein by the 
aggrieved party to the alleged Plaintiffs “sham process” instruments. This aggrieved party, this third party 
reserves specially, expressly, and explicitly her unalienable Rights and remedies in these special matters 
under U.C.C. § 1-207.7. 

Willful failure on the legislative created “tribunal's” and the alleged Plaintiffs part to vacate the “sham 
process” of the above refused for cause instruments will result in the aggrieved party pressing civil and 
criminal process under U.C.C. § 9-501, U.C.C. § 1-105 via U.C.C. § 1-103 in our Common Law venue, 
original and exclusive jurisdiction in our Yavapai county-court organized for judicial purposes in our 
country of Arizona separate and distinct from the federal district pursuant to the course of the Common Law 
where the Common Law is competent to give remedy in our country of Arizona. And lawful warrants of 
arrest will issue against the delinquents who have willfully, knowingly, wantonly and maliciously denied, 
delayed and sold justice against the aggrieved party before many witnesses in our country of Arizona, 
expressly not “within” the admitted bankrupt United States and its agency state of Arizona d/b/a the county 
of Yavapai of the state of Arizona. 

The modem rules of Court procedure have not abolished demurrers. They have merely made them subject 
to the rules of civil procedure and by special rule demurrers are necessary to prove for the trier of fact a 
preponderance of the evidence to overcome any presumptions foisted upon said trier of fact by the forbidden 
titles of nobility “within” the United States. 

This refusal for cause without dishonor is true, correct and certain; and, “But before all, my 
brethren, do not swear, neither by the heavens, nor by the earth, nor any other kind of 
oath; but let your yes be yes; and your no, no; so that you may not fall under a sentence.” 
James 5:12 
Respectfully presented, 

Court Seal:_ 

Rhonda Kimble, in personam, in re, in Yavapai county, in our country of Arizona 
Common Law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction at the choice of the suitor 
“without recourse” U.C.C. § 1-207.7 

Done and dated this_day of May, in the year of our Almighty God, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D. 

_, notary public Seal: 

, duly appointed, empowered, commissioned, and privately bonded 

I,_, notary public in our Common Law venue country of Arizona in the 

county aforesaid, hereby attest and acknowledge the due presentment of facts signed before me by the free inhabitant 
Rhonda Kimble in her Common Law venue original and exclusive jurisdiction in Yavapai county-court organized for 
judicial purposes as being true, correct and certain whereby no freeman shall lose his Court under our writ of praecipe, ( 
formerly writ of covenant ) in our peculiar jurisdiction, which is exclusive to the Sovereign in our State, the admitted 
bankrupt United States notwithstanding in their statutory realm “sham process”. 

Fees:_, Oath:_, Affidavit:_, 

Postage:_, Mileage:_, Misc:_. 
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I, Rhonda Kimble, having just cause hereby attest and acknowledge sending by United States of America first-class 

postage prepaid the above refusal for cause on this_day of May, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D., to the 

following business addresses: 

Donald A. Aden 
Arizona State Bar No. 004399 
122 North Cortez Street, Suite 306 
Prescott, Arizona state 

MARY ANNE FAST 

YAVAPAI COUNTY COURTS BUILDING 
3505 W. HWY 260, CAMP VERDE 
ARIZONA 86322 

Lana Cummings 

c/o SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF ARIZONA 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF YAVAPAI 
3505 W. HWY 260, CAMP VERDE 
ARIZONA 86322 

This affidavit of mailing service is true, correct and certain; and, “But before all, my brethren, do not 
swear, neither by the heavens, nor by the earth, nor any other kind of oath; but let your yes be yes; 
and your no, no; so that you may not fall under a sentence.” “Holy Scriptures” 

James 5:12 

teste meipso this_day of_, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, 

through our Redeemer, Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

per curiam:_ 

Rhonda Kimble, sui juris in and for Yavapai county-court 

c/o P.O. Box 3633 

West Sedona, 40 Arizona state 
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country of Montana 
Common Law venue-Supreme Court 


United States of America ) 

Montana state { organic ) ) ss. before our Justices' Clark, Petersen, Skurdal, Schweitzer 

Garfield county ) Supreme Court Rules, original and exclusive jurisdiction 

Justus Township ) Affidavit of Publication Notice 

To: office of Supreme Court clerk in Garfield county, in care of office of Supreme Court Justices'; and. 
Local Paper, Jordan, Montana state, U.S. of A., Lewistown News-Argus, Lewistown, Montana state, U.S. 
of A., Roundup Record-Tribune & Winnett Times, Roundup, Montana state, U.S. of A.. 

Greetings: 

Know all freemen by these presents, 

In the name and by the authority of our People in our country of Montana in and for Garfield county, 
Petroleum county, Musselshell county and Fergus county our Justices' hereby present for publication our 
special Rules of our Supreme Court in common law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction, said Rules 
effective immediately upon public notice and knowledge. 

Rule 1. Our Supreme Court in common law venue is original and exclusive jurisdiction in each and 
every county organized for judicial purposes which denies titles of nobility and coiporations from 
entering into our Supreme Court without leave granted by our Court pursuant to our organic law under 
Magna Charta with emphasis on Chapter 24; quoted, “No sheriff, constable, coroner, or other of our 
bailiffs, shall hold pleas of the crown.” 

Rule 2. Our Supreme Court appoints of necessity a special Marshal, or any number of Marshals who 
hold office at the pleasure of our appointing power, and their costs are taxed against the losing party on 
the civil side of our Supreme Court, and as against our county on the public side of our Supreme Court. 

Rule 3. Our Supreme Court is held anywhere in our township, precinct, county or country at the pleasure 
of our Justices', wherever our regal retinue follows. 

Rule 4. Our Supreme Court clerk is the office of county-court clerk and recorder, and of necessity by our 
prothonotary due to common ignorance caused by other jurisdictions statutory process and the controlled 
title of nobility State Bar of Montana. 

Rule 5. Our Supreme Court Justices' sitting en banc as King's Bench with twelve Justices' supersede the 
elected county-commissioners who are ignorant of the fact they are common law venue Justices' in 
purview of Chapter 45 of Magna Charta. 

Rule 6. Our Supreme Court special terms will be enforced by militia protections vi et armis to prevent 
miscarriage of Justice based upon common knowledge by the second class citizens who are engulfed in 
statutes, a separate and voluntary jurisdiction from our common law venue. 

Rule 7. Our Supreme Court rule of decision is “Holy Scriptures”, with Magna Charta, our organic law, 
and our original common law of England as it was known at the time our territory of Montana became 
one of the several States of our Union in America. 
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Rule 8. Our Supreme Court is in fact the county-commissioners meetings commonly known to the 
People, even though not well known the quorum of Justices' are the three county-commissioners. 

Rule 9. Our Supreme Court is a Court of Justice of first and last resort, hearing both matters in Law and 
matters of fact, civil and criminal jurisdiction in the same cause of action at the choice of the Justices'. 

Rule 10. Our Supreme Court is a Court of Record via the office of county-court clerk and recorder. 

Rule 11. Our Supreme Court will publish all process in the legal notices taxed as costs against the 
county. 

Rule 12. Our Supreme Court praecipe and procedendo are in Magna Charta chapter 34, the same as 
Chapter 24 in Coke on the Magna Charta . 

Rule 13. Our Supreme Court approves of assistance of counsel by free choice of the parties', with no 
lawyers, solicitors, attorneys, proctors, advocates nor corporations unless leave granted by our Supreme 
Court Justices'. 

Rule 14. Our Supreme Court term time is from day to day depending upon the matters before our Court, 
seven days a week by reason our Courts of Justice are always open. 

Rule 15. Our Supreme Court will not deny, delay, nor sell justice to anyone of any character whatsoever. 

Rule 16. Our Supreme Court Justices' will exclusively be male Justices', no exceptions. 

Rule 17. Our Supreme Court adopts the Bannack Statutes of 1864, A.D., for pleadings as a format, with 
special exceptions as granted by our Justices' from time to time in purview of our Supreme Court Rule 1. 

Rule 18. Our Supreme Court explicitly reserves our Right to amend our Rules from time to time of 
necessity, and in relation to the character of the parties', especially in purview of second class citizens 
subject to the District of Columbia by acts of congress through contract and common usage. 

Rule 19. Our Supreme Court explicitly reserves our Right to select and choose our Justices' from our 
venue, based upon their strict compliance with Chapter 45 of Magna Charta. 

Rule 20. Our Supreme Court is a self-governing body of freemen characters well learned in law with 
general superintending control over all legislative created tribunals in our sole and exclusive right of self- 
governing as a free sovereign and independent State, our organic State as opposed to the compact party 
state of Montana corporation under copyrighted statutes. 

Rule 21. Our Supreme Court adopts these Rules for the district courts in our counties organized for 
judicial purposes in relation to the character of the parties' and reserves our contempt power against any 
district court Justice or judge who fails to obey said common law venue Supreme Court Rules, no 
exceptions. 

Rule 22. Our Supreme Court will amend from time to time, and in term time or vacation time these above 
Rules until our sole and exclusive Right of self-governing is again restored to its former power and 
authority as was proven by Court Records in earlier times under our territory of Montana and the early 
part of this century, unrestrained by public policy political will corporation courts created by the 
Legislative Assembly. 


Supreme Court Rules” 


Page 2 of 3 



Rule 23. Our Supreme Court specially adopts the explicit and express words of Article V, section 26 of 
our Constitution of Montana in the year of Eighteen Hundred Eighty Nine, A.D., whereby we have 
judicial power and judicial authority to self-govem our one Supreme Court in each and every one of our 
fifty-six counties in our country of Montana, a foreign jurisdiction from the compact party state of 
Montana and the District of Columbia, its territories, its subjects, its States and its treaties. 

These Supreme Court Rules are true, correct and certain; and, “Again, you have heard it was 
decreed to the ancients, that you shall not perjure yourselves, but give up your vow to 
the Lord. But I tell you in short, Do not vow at all: not by heaven, for that is the throne of 
God; nor by the earth, because that is His footstool; nor by Jerusalem, for that is the city 
of the great King. Neither vow by your head, because you are not able to make a single 
hair white or black, But let your language be ‘Yes, yes’; ‘No, no; for whatever exceeds 
these proceeds from evil.” “Holy Scriptures” Matthew 5:33-37 

Ferrar Fenton 

teste meipso this_day of January, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, through our Redeemer 

Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 

per curiam:_ 

Richard E. Clark, Justice in and for Fergus county, country of Montana, U.S. of A.. 

per curiam:_ 

Daniel E. Petersen, Justice in and for Petroleum county, country of Montana, U.S. of A.. 

per curiam:_ 

Rodney O. Skurdal, Justice in and for Musselshell county, country of Montana, U.S. of A.. 

per curiam:_ 

LeRoy M. Schweitzer, Justice in and for Garfield county, country of Montana, U.S. of A., 
c/o Justus Township, P.O. Box 16, Brusett, Montana state, U.S. of A., non-domestic 

cc: other interested Private parties'. 


Supreme Court Rules” 


Page 3 of 3 



court of common law-Supreme Court 


United States of America ) 

Montana state { organic } ) ss. before our Justices' 

Garfield county ) Affidavit of tender offer 

Justus Township ) Affidavit of Mailing Service 

To: office of Supreme Court clerk in Garfield county; and 

Post office, c/o Post master, c/o General Accounting Office, c/o Comptroller of the Currency 

I, LeRoy M. Schweitzer, having just cause to make this tender offer by this Common Law venue in our 
territorial application of the act and by our choice of application of law, hereby present a certified money 
order drawn against special collections account # 8520799406 in Norwest Rank Anaconda-Butte as duly 
filed, recorded and made pubic in the United States District Court for the division of Montana in Butte, 
Montana state, United States of America, with concurrent jurisdiction in the United States claims court 
for presentment of claims, with the firm purpose of payment for two rolls of twenty-nine ( 29) cent 
stamps which normally are packaged in rolls of one hundred ( 100) per roll thereby making a grand total 
of fifty-eight dollars of current credit money in exchange for said stamps. 

The Post master in Brusett, Montana state, United States of America is duly commanded to review the 
enclosed certified money order presented for the sum certain amount of Fifty-Eight ( 58 ) dollars of 
current credit money and upon due diligence and presentment to the office of the Comptroller of the 
Currency for clearing of this special collections item the two rolls of twenty-nine ( 29 ) cent stamps 
should be forwarded to LeRoy M. Schweitzer, in care of Post office, Brusett, Montana state, United 
States of America, in care of P.O. Box 16. 

Duly mailed by United States of America first-class postage prepaid to office of Post master, c/o Post 
office, Brusett, Montana state, United States of America on this_day of October, 1994. 

Respectfully presented without recourse, 

Court Seal:_ 

LeRoy M. Schweitzer, in personam, in re, in Justus Township, in Garfield county, 
in our country of Montana, expressly not within the United States 

I, _ , duly commissioned and privately bonded notary 

public in our country of Montana hereby attest and acknowledge the facts as duly presented to me by the 
free inhabitant LeRoy M. Schweitzer in this above affidavit of tender offer to the Post master in our Post 

office in Brusett, Montana state, as signed and sealed before me on this_day of October, in the 

year of our Almighty God, through our Redeemer Emmanuel, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D., are 
true, correct and certain; and, “Again, you have heard it was decreed to the ancients, that you 
shall not perjure yourselves, but give up your vow to the Lord. But I tell you in short, Do 
not vow at all: not by heaven, for that is the throne of God; nor by the earth, because that 
is His footstool; nor by Jerusalem, for that is the city of the great King. Neither vow by 
your head, because you are not able to make a single hair white or black, But let your 
language be ‘Yes, yes’; ‘No, no; for whatever exceeds these proceeds from evil.” 

“Holy Scriptures” Matthew 5:33-37 Ferrar Fenton 

Fees:_ 

Oath: 



Mileage 

Postage: 



Sanborn county court 

country of South Dakota 
Common Law venue - - supreme Court 
original and exclusive jurisdiction 

United States of America ) 

South Dakota state { organic } ) ss. before our Justices' 

Sanborn county ) 

Subpoena duces tecum 

TO: office of supreme Court clerk, c/o office of supreme Court Justices'; and, 

Timothy Whalen 

c/o office of county attorney 

Charles Mix county 

Lake Andes, South Dakota state 

united States of America 


People in South Dakota to the above-named defendant: 

Greetings: 

We command you and each of you that all singular business and excuses being laid aside you be and appear 
before our office of sheriff, Tom Fridley immediately upon service of this subpoena duces tecum upon you by 
the said sheriff in Sanborn county to testify and give evidence concerning matters of Francis L. Rhoads and that 
you bring with you all books, laws, papers, documents, instruments, deeds, writs, affidavits, contracts, 
agreements or any other like matters which could create a probable cause for a warrant of arrest to occur against 
the said Francis L. Rhoads, and hereof fail not at your peril. 

Witness the hand of the sheriff, Tom Fridley this_day of May, Nineteen LIundred Ninety Five, A.D.. 


Tom Fridley, office of sheriff in Sanborn county 



country of Montana 
court of Common Law-Supreme Court 

writ of supervisory control 

United States of America ) 

Montana state { organic ) ) ss. before our Justices' Petersen, Skurdal, Schweitzer 

Garfield county ) 

Justus Township ) Affidavit of Mailing 

To: office of Supreme Court clerk in Garfield county, in care of office of Supreme Court Justices'; and 
Kenneth R. Wilson, Montana sixteenth judicial district, Garfield county. 

Greetings: 

In the name and by the authority of the People in and for Garfield county organized for judicial purposes, 
and concerning matters of purported order by the recused Kenneth R. Wilson, a commissioner for the 
admitted bankruptcy, acting as ministerial officer the following conclusions in law and conclusions of 
fact are presented under U.C.C. § 3-501 and 28 U.S.C., section 301. 

1. Kenneth R. Wilson has been recused by the Sovereign, William L. Stanton. 

2. The heading of the purported court order lacks the wording of a court. 

3. No seal was affixed to the purported order signed by Kenneth R. Wilson. 

4. J.B. Wheatcroft does not represent the Sovereign, William L. Stanton. 

5. William L Stanton is not a defendant corporation in the feigned court. 

6. Ebert Stanton did not represent anyone, nor did he attempt to represent anyone. 

7. Ebert Stanton is not subject to license. 

8. Ebert Stanton is effective assistance of counsel for William L. Stanton. 

9. Ebert Stanton is a trial justice by virtue of the office. 

10. Kenneth R. Wilson is not a court. 

11. Kenneth R. Wilson is not the court. 

12. William L. Stanton is guaranteed protections from titles of nobility in his Court. 

13. Ebert Stanton is guaranteed protections from titles of nobility in his Court. 

14. William L. Stanton is the State in fact. 

15. Ebert Stanton is the State in fact. 

16. William L. Stanton did not make a motion. 

17. William L. Stanton did not waive venue. 

18. William L. Stanton did not waive preliminary examination. 

19. William L. Stanton did not waive habeas corpus. 

20. William L. Stanton did not waive extradition. 

21. The opinions of Charles A. Phipps have the same value as the rear end of a donkey. 

22. William L. Stanton vehemently opposed the unlawful attempt to deny venue. 

23. There is no cause of action by the People which could necessitate any need for a trial in Garfield 
county. 

24. William L. Stanton has a common law right to trial by jurymen of peers, good and lawful men well 
learned in Law, freemen character. 

25. William L. Stanton knows full well electors are not registered voters. 

26. Elisor's jury does not need a panel of 46 to fulfill common law right of trial by jurymen of peers. 

27. United States citizens are not a jury of peers for William L. Stanton. 

28. state of Montana residents are not a jury of peers for William L. Stanton. 
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29. State of Montana residents are not a jury of peers for William L. Stanton. 

30. William L. Stanton does not agree to Kenneth R. Wilson in any venue. 

31. William L. Stanton does not agree to Charlotte Herbold as clerk of court. 

32. The Garfield county sheriff is under special grand jury investigation at this time, and is not the bailiff 
in any venue of William L. Stanton in Garfield county. 

33. There will be no trial in Custer county in matters relating to William L. Stanton. 

34. The State in fact, William L. Stanton recuses Kenneth R. Wilson in toto . 

35. The State in fact, William L. Stanton selects the above named Justices' in his venue for his 
unalienable Right of habeas corpus. 

36. The trial which was set for William L. Stanton is vacated in toto . 

37. William L. Stanton is hereby released from unlawful detainer in the Custer county jail immediately, 
with basis in Law our Constitution of Montana, our organic law, our Magna Charta, and our national 
constitution which prohibits United States citizens from sitting on our jury of peers. 

38. William L. Stanton is hereby released from unlawful detainer in the Custer county jail immediately, 
for reason no venue has been granted to the compact party state, nor has the compact party state 
completed their extradition process whereby the Sovereign could be handed over to the executive 
branch of government of the shadow state, especially based upon a private claim such as under 
copyrighted statutes known as Montana Codes Annotated. 

39. Our attorney general Joseph P. Mazurek concurs in Law, based upon judicial findings in Law and in 
fact. 


Wherefore: The jailer in Custer county is hereby commanded to immediately release the State in fact, 
William L. Stanton from unlawful detainer in the interests of substantial justice, or in the alternative our 
Court of Justice and our lawful special appointed Constables will make appropriate apprehensions of the 
delinquents who have caused the unlawful detainer in our country of Montana under our organic law. 

This lawful precept is being forwarded to Joseph P. Mazurek for appropriate remedy to prevent any 
unnecessary injury on innocent private parties', ignorance of the law by the compact party state 
notwithstanding. 

This lawful precept is true, correct and certain as adjudicated by our Justices' undersigned in our 
Supreme Court superintending over legislative created tribunals in our country of Montana. 

teste meipso this_day of December, in the year of our Mighty One, Yahweh, through our 

Redeemer, Yahshua the Messiah, Nineteen Hundred Ninety Four, A.D.. 


per curiam: 
per curiam: 
per curiam: 


Daniel E. Petersen, Justice 


Rodney O. Skurdal, Justice 


LeRoy M. Schweitzer, Justice 
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in our supreme court 
Garfield county-court 
before the Justices' 

United States of America ) 

Montana state { organic } ) ss. Constitution of Montana, basis in Law 

Musselshell county ) 

Garfield county ) 

Justus Township ) Writ Of 6ITOr 

in re: Montana vs. Nickolas C. Murnion, Gladys M. Stanton, Gregory P. 
Mohr, et alia. 

supersedeas bond 
attachment 

Montana vs. the state of Montana, Nickolas C. Murnion, Gladys M. Stanton, Gregory P. Mohr, et al.. 

Affidavit by common law venue, original and exclusive jurisdiction in our supreme court: 

Our justices'/plaintiffs in error, having just cause present as supersedeas bond for stay of proceedings, stay of judgment, 
stay of sentence, stay of Star Chamber against Gregory P. Mohr in his statutory legal fiction perverted non-specific rules 
bogus administrative hearing disguised as a justice court in the interests of preventing the violent overthrow of our 
Constitution of Montana, by the United States citizens and non-registered foreign agents acting in concert with 
INTERPOL, the United Nations and other Mason fraternity Luciferian brotherhood invading into our Nation, expressly 
forbidden by our national constitution at Article of amendment the Eleventh. 

Our supersedeas bond for One Million dollars of current credit money is a perfected security duly recorded as public law 
for public record in the District of Columbia, thereby through their own seal and recognizance collectable as against the 
co-trustee, the Comptroller of the Currency. 

This supersedeas bond is duly notarized by our judicial officer, duly commissioned by the governor of our State, and the 
governor of their state, legislative council notwithstanding as proven on their own CD-ROM disk under their tripartite 
form of unicameral parliamentary criminal process in relation to our class of People who do not succumb to the Beast. 

Notary Public for the State of Montana, Anna I. Kramlich, privately bonded for private protection under restrictive 
covenants sworn to by the insurgents, albeit in bad faith, teste this_day of August, 1994. 

Notary Public Seal: _ 

Anna I. Kramlich, notary public in and for Fergus county 

in our country of Montana, in our Nation in America 

expressly not within the United States, nor its political will public policy 

accepting this limited liability claim upon which relief must be granted 

to the injured parties. 

Attestation and acknowledgment: 

The above described and attached perfected security agreement, bona fide, is placed upon public record under 
public law in our supreme court in Garfield county, even though it is prima facie incriminating upon the insurance 
commissioner, Mark O'Keefe, the insurance adjuster for the delinquents, and auditor of this true bill for acceptance for 
specific performance payment over to the injured parties', upon successful completion of this Court of Justice in special 
term by writ of error, a substantive Right invoked of necessity by this class of People, the freemen characters in Garfield 
county and other counties in our foreign jurisdiction from the insurgents in their state. Our Almighty God forbids us to 
join in with the Beast, and its whore of Babylon worship of Mammon, for you will love the one and cast out the other 
just as we have cast out the infidels from our special, peculiar, and exclusive jurisdiction in our common law venue in 
Justus Township. 

per curiam:_ 






William L. Stanton, sui generis, in Justus Township 



Venue Hearing: 

16th Judicial court in Custer county 
Miles City Montana 
Kenneth R. Wilson Judge 

256 State of Montana vs. William Stanton 


Wilson: 256 state of Montana vs. William L. Stanton, to implore the court on the motion to 

change the venue by the state of Montana, represented by Mr. Mumion county attorney 

from Garfield county, I previously appointed a public defender Mr. 

Wheatcroft, to represent Mr. Stantons ??? (prism) in court, he filed a 

document disqualifying Mr. Wheatcroft or attempting to. Do you want to 

comment on this Mr. Mumion? 

Mumion: Mumion didn't seem to understand or know what Wilson was asking him to comment on 

Wilson: You don't have a copy? 

Mumion: ??? 

Wilson: It seems the reason for disqualification ?? (is to) Mr. Stanton is saying Mr. Wheatcroft 

evidently isn't a lawyer under the common law ???(in Garfield county) Justus township 
courts, is that your position Mr. Stanton? 

B. Stanton You are going to have to speak up if you want me to hear what you are saying I can't 
hear a work you are saying. 

Wilson: Well I will start over, Who is the gentleman setting next to you? 

B. Stanton: My son: 

Wilson: Is he a lawyer? 

B. Stanton: he's my son: My council: 

Wilson: does he have a license sir: 

B. Stanton: he doesn't need a license 

E. Stanton: As soon as you can show me where I need a license we will go on from that 

Wilson: 1 beg your pardon 

E. Stanton As soon as you show me where I need a license to be here,,,,, you dmg us here! 

Wilson OK I'm going to do this unless you can show me a license to practice law in my court 

B. Stanton We are not in your court 
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Wilson 


1 understand your position on that but you are 


E. Stanton No!!! 

Wilson Just a minute Mr. Stanton,,, your name is Ebert Stanton? 

E. Stanton Yes it is. 

Wilson 1 will let you sit next to your father but you are not to participate in this proceeding 

E. Stanton 1 will participate 

Wilson All right 1 will have you forcibly removed from this court room, at this time I'll ask the 

sheriff „„„ as soon as Mr. Ebert Stanton attempts to participate in this proceeding you 
will removed from the court room and held in custody until this proceeding is over. Do 
you under stand my position? You are in my court in Custer county Montana in the 
constitution of Montana, and we don't recognize your court.... 

E. Stanton We don't recognize you. 

Wilson I understand that.have this gentleman removed from the court room.forcibly if 

necessary!!! 

E. Stanton (to sheriff) you shouldn't be here telling me. 

Sheriff Step out. 

B. Stanton this is all a bogus deal.... its all Nick Mumion fault 

Sheriff ???? 

E. Stanton you shouldn't be here. 

Sheriff I agree. 

E. Stanton OK .... Be sure you read 11111 

Wilson Now we will proceed with the motion for change of venue, Mr. Stanton 1 am going to 

explain Mr. Wheatcrofts roll in this proceeding. 

B. Stanton Wheatcroft has nothing to do with me. 

Wilson I understand that, you don't have to have anything to do with him but he is an attorney 

licensed to practice law in the state of Montana and licensed to practice law in my court 
I'm a constitutionally organized court under the constitution of Montana, and Mr. 

Wheatcroft, I ordered him to remain throughout these proceedings regarding you 
to sit in behalf of the court to answer any legal questions you may have 

with respect to the criminal laws of the state of Montana that will be his function, 

you can either utilize his expertise as a lawyer in Montana or not 
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communicate with him that's up to you. So lets proceed Mr. Mumion 

with the motion for change of venue. 

Mumion Your honor first of all 1 would like to present in court, 28 affidavits, that were obtained 
in the last week, all the registered voters of Garfield county all indicated that, they 

will be ... that they have already fomied an opinion concerning the guilt or innocence of Mr. 
Stanton, they will remain set aside there opinion as to. 

Wilson Let me ask this do you have copes for Mr. Stanton? 

Mumion 1 haven't had time.... to make the copes 

Wilson Well lets make the copes. I'm going to.how long is it going to take.we will take a 

recess.make a set for Mr. Wheatcroft... 

Wheatcroft Yes please 

Wilson Excuse me. Make a set for Mr. Stanton,.and the originals will be filed ... 

Mumion ????? 

Wilson now what were you going to say? 

Mumion While we are doing that your honor I would like to present one witness ... we can do that 
right now .... 

Wilson If its not the person making the copies 

Mumion No .... its sheriff Phipps ... 

Wilson OK ... call stutter, stutter call the sheriff 

At this time the clerk swore in Mr. Phipps .... he promised Im sure to tell the truth.and is now on the 

witness stand 

Mumion Please state your name 

Phipps Charles Phipps 

Mumion What is your position? 

Phipps Sheriff of Garfield county 

Mumion how long have you held that position? 

Phipps 4 years 

Mumion prior to that were you involved in law enforcement? 

Phipps 4 years also in Garfield county as deputy sheriff 
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Mumion 

Phipps 

Mumion 

Phipps 

Mumion 

Phipps 

Mumion 

(?????) 

Phipps 

Mumion 

Phipps 

Mumion 

in 

Phipps 

Mumion 

? 

Phipps 

Mumion 

Phipps 

Mumion 

Phipps 

Mumion 

Phipps 


Are you also from Garfield county ... resident....? 

Yes 

During the past week did you and the district court clerk Herbold review the jury list for 
district court 16 and were there approximately 195 names on that jury list 

Yes we did 

Were there approximately 195 names on that list? 

Yes 

Of the 195 names are there approximately 59 names (?...) of residents deleted by the 
— moved out of the county or ???? 

Of the approximately 120 names that remain on that list, how many did you and 
Charlotte Herbold come up with that you thought might be possible to be on the jury? 

Approximately 50 

So in other words there were about 70 that between you and Charlotte that you thought 
(was out) or (some sort of reason to not be allowed to remain on the jury) 

Yes 

So out of the original 195 only of possibility of a total of 50 in your opinion able to come 
to. (possibly serve on the jury) 

(1 couldn't hear what Phipps said on the tape) 

Of those 50 juror's do you have any reason to believe that they have reached any opinion 


Just that 1 haven't visited with them personally 
Y ou aren't sure ? 

Right 

In the past six months in your travels in Garfield county have you come across a lot of 
residents concerning this case or the Freeman cases in general 

Yes 

In your opinion of those residents you visited with have the reached some kind of 
opinion ? 

Yes 
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Phipps 

Mumion 

B. Stanton 

Wilson 

B. Stanton 

Wilson 

Phipps 
Wilson 
B. Stanton 

Mumion 
Wilson 
B. Stanton 
Wilson 
B. Stanton 
Wilson 
B. Stanton 

Wilson 

Wilson 

will 

Number 

to 


Would you say that's all the people you visited with 

Everybody that 1 have visited with has an opinion one way or another . 

Have you been in each part of the county. 

1 object.... 

I'm going to let you ask questions in a minute 

well its its because every body has an opinion on something 

Well I guess is you visited a lot of people and they have an opinion and based on there 
opinion either the state or the defendant will be in a disadvantage if they would 
serve.? 

Right 

Is that your opinion? 

And I don't know where his opinion would hold any more power in a court of law than 
mine or any one else's. 

No farther questions 

Now do you want to ask the sheriff any questions Mr. Stanton? 

No questions right now... 

Do you want Mr. Wheatcroft to answer that. 

No No. 

or any questions in your behalf 
Defiantly not. 


You may be excused... 

I might say this.I just had a hearing up in Garfield county last week it was a two day 

trial with a six person jury and the court room facility,,,, this is a two part for a change of 
venue, one is the facilities and the other is what panel will try the case, the only ???? I 
hear is what panel will here the case, because the court room facilities in Garfield county 

are not adequate to hold a felony trial with 12 juror's for the following reasons. 

on the chairs, the jurors chairs are dangerous, there is no tension in the ????? chairs, 
Number two the court room is so small that you couldn't accommodate, you would have 
call a panel of 60 or 80 jurors seated ???? for this case, if you could seat a jury.the 
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facility is not big enough, and the ??? facilities like the ah bath room facilities are 
common and there is just to much interchange among the ah people,. 

Wheatcroft ????Your honor if 1 may 1 would suggest that perhaps the county could rent the. 

Wilson Well 1.Mr. Wheatcroft 1m going to let you participate .... the ground rules are If Mr. 

Stanton wants you to participate. 

B. Stanton No 1 don't want him to participate. 

Wilson He can. 

B. Stanton 1. 

Wilson He can ??????? for you then we will put you on the record .... 1.. 1 know what 

you are going to say ????? . 

Wheatcroft Y es 

B. Stanton And I object because you denied me my heabeus coipus 

Wilson 1 understand that.but the heabus coipus was filed in your court and I don't have 

any authority to do anything in your court.... as a matter of fact. 

B. Stanton But.. but... but.... but that is still the law 

Wilson In your court 

B. Stanton of the state of Montana 

Wilson 1 see OK 

B. Stanton So you are denying me my rights? 

Wilson Well.1 understand your position, 1 simply don't agree with it. 

B. Stanton And I don't weave the Heabeus Corpus.1 don't weave Venue. 

Wilson Is that what we are waiting for.the affidavits 

Mumion Yes your honor., we were filing the affidavits .... the states position unless you want 

Wilson No 1 want to give Mr. Stanton a opportunity to examine them 

Mumion That's fine 

A. Stanton Your honor. 

Mumion The States arguments are contained in the brief so i don't think ?????????????????? 
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A. Stanton 
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want 
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A. Stanton 
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B. Stanton 
Wilson 
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1 guess in respect to Mrs. Stanton she wanted to say something and 1 will let you do this 

1 would like to. 

I'll let you do this ,.I'll let you be sworn, and your husband can ask you what your 

is and what your relation ship and then he can ask you what statement it is you want to 
make, which would be subject to cross examination by Mr. Mumion.... is that fair 

yes 

would you come forward and raise your right hand 
sworn in 

Why don't you take the witness chair where the microphone is on your husband says he 

is hard of hearing, speak into the microphone, Im sure he will hear you. Do you 

want to qualify her as a witness Mr. Stanton? or do you want me to qualify her. 

I can't hear you 

I said do you want me to qualify her by name and Address and relationship or do you 
to qualify her? 

????? 

OK .... State your name would you Mrs. Stanton 
Agness Stanton 

and your relationship with the defendant 
?????? 

let her answer the question. 

Wife 

and where do you live? 

Brusett, Montana 

You wanted to make a statement correct? 

Yes 

Well go ahead then 

I couldn't hear clear enough to say what she was saying 
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going 
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1 think you will have to take that up with the attorney generals office .... 1 don't know 
you are driving at. are you saying that he has a conflict of interest? 

?????? 

Does that complete your statement? 

Yes 

Do you want to cross examine Mr. Mumion? 

?????? 

Is there anything farther? 

No.?????????? 

Lets wait till we get these affidavits because 1 want you to go through those for a time or 
two and them we will come back and you make what ever statement you want 

?????????????????? 

Well you know what your position is Mr. Wheatcroft and you know what the position is 
the court your here to be available if Mr. Stanton wants to ask you a question, and if he 
doesn't want to communicate with you 1 guess you can't force your self on him.... Im 
to take a short recess to give the parties an opportunity to look at these affidavits, then 
come back 

It was actually Mrs. Stanton that I wanted to talk to. 

We are in recess we are off the record.... 


Ready to Proceed? 

1 think Mr. Phipps we need you back on the stand.Why don't you take the stand you 

are still under oath.Im going to ask you some questions.how far is Jordan 

Montana from Miles City Montana? 

Approximately 85 miles 

Show in the minutes that sheriff Phipps is on the stand.Is Jordan Montana the 

seat of Garfield county? 

Yes 

How large is Garfield county? 

Population ? 
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Area.this is what 1m getting at your familiar with the whole jury panel aren't you ? 

does some of them live distances from Jordan Montana ? 

Yes 

As a sample of this what are some of the out laying towns 
towns 

1 mean just Mail boxes, mail box places. 

Brusett 

How far is Brusett from Jordan? 

from the post office, 20 miles ??? (something else ) 50 or 60 miles, 
and Is that similar with other towns in Garfield county? 

Yes 

or mail box designations 
yes 

and then that would add another 50 or so miles if the person would come into Miles 

Yes 

and ah the roads tell us about the roads 

some of them are impassable, there four wheel drive only when its snowing or raining. 

then Mr. Wheatcrofts unsolicited suggestion, suggested there is a community hall up 
yes 1 know there is because 1 was take through it by Mr. Jack Leuphbrue. Now there is a 
community hall right? 

yes 

Its just a big hall isn't it? 

Yes 

How many entrances and exits? 

I can't hear what he is saying: 

How many entrances and exits? 
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there would be three upstairs and two or three down stairs 
What would be available to the court Up stairs or now stairs? 
up stairs 

ok then are there.tell us about security? You are sitting you have had some hearing 

the country county court room have you not ? 

Yes 

and you have been able to lock the back door ? 

Yes 

and to set up security on the landing out there ? 

Yes 

and how was that worked 
1 object 

ok you object.and how does that work 

1 object because we have been holding court there for years and have had no problems 1 
don't why it should start just with me 

ya ok.1m going to let you ask your questions in a second, 1 just want to make sure 

that you hear me.now we have toilet facilities out there also private and public are you 

aware of that 

Yes 

Maybe 1 will have Mr. Harbaul visit.I'm going to make a finding that the. 

Make a finding on the panel make a finding that the court in Miles City is adequate place 
to hold this trial and in that respect Im going to at least move the venue here. 

I object 1 object 

I understand that I haven't decided at this stage. 

1 don't waive Venue 

as to where the panel will come from so you go ahead Mr. Stanton and. 

1 object I don't waive venue.I don't waive venue or I don't waive any of my rights 

. I would like to call my self to the stand... 
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Oh we are going to let you do that sir.we will let you do that 

1 take exception to this 

Well you take exception to this whole proceeding don't you? 

You bet I do 

oh.does the county attorney have any questions 

1 take exception that you are denying may rights. 

Now do you want to ask the sheriff any questions? 

No 1 don't need to ask him any questions 

ok sheriff you be available ... now what's the ... Mr. Mumion 1 haven't had a chance to go 
over these affidavits it appears that they are the same right ? 

They are all identical 

Do you have any farther witnesses ? 

No farther witnesses ah 1 guess 1 would like to have it verified ( something about the 
conflict of interest)????? 

Well you had an opportunity to cross examine Mrs. Stanton.your still under oath 

would you mind telling county attorney Mumion what you perceive to be as a conflict of 
interest? 

Yes Your honor 1 certainly would this is defiantly a personal family feud between the 
Stantons and the Mumian's and I also object to the change of Venue because its Nick 
Mumion that is afraid of their hearing not Bill Stanton, and I also as long as 1 am under 
oath would like to say that there is also a problem with our local sheriff and I object to a 
lot of personal indictors in the families but we still do not.... as far as the bad roads in 
Garfield county the distance we have lived there all our lives Charles has Nick has If we 
have to have court. 
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